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Q UNITED STATES Name (MFP) F
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio 3
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
. Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
- T ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES EM-1
— — e

Objective

To provide forage on & sustained yield basis through natural regeneration.
Reverse downward deterioration of public grazing lands by improving
1,000,000 acres in poor condition to fair condition, and 400,000 acres in
fair conditicn to good condition within 30 years. Allocate 2ll increases
to applicable licensees to change suspended to active preference status.

Rationale

The Bureau is committed by policy (Instruction Memorandum 75-407), and |
directed by law (The Taylor Grazing Act of 1934, as amended and i
supplemented, and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 -
Section 102(a)(T)), to manage forage on & sustained yield basis.

According to the Paradise and Denio range URAs, range condition has
deteriorated and trend is declining. The URAs reported that of the
total public lands classified, 103,588 acres are in good condition,
518,457 acres are in fair condition and 2,833,957 acres are in poor
condition. Not all of the public lands were classified. If these

deteriorating conditions are sllowed to continue, the public lands

will not be manasged on a gustained yield bais. If public lands are
not managed on a sustained yield basis, authorized grazing use will
T — ° decrease.

The 1977 Nevada Agricultural statistics published by the U.S. Déﬁartment
of Agricultural and UNR reported a decrease (Page 9) of 15,000 cattle

1 from 1973 to 1978, and a decrease of 2,100 sheep during the same period.
These statistics are for Humboldt County. The MFP area encompasses 82
percent of the public lands. in Bumboldt County.

The Planning Area Analysis (PAA) was completed in August of 1979. This

3 Bureau document reported (page 8) that "p steady trend of declining numbers

1 of licensees, livestock and AUMs is evident in the livestock industry on ]
both a local and regional level. Nevada's cattle count for January i, i
1978 was 570,000 head, down 5 percent from 1977 and 14 percent from the ‘
record of 66L4,000 head in 19Thk. Sheep numbers also continued their long

decline. The January, 1978 sheep count totaled 114,000 head for the

state, down from the 1977 total of 133,000 and the record 1,340,000

head of 1920".

The Fconomic Profile Supplement (EPS) for the District was published in
1974. This document covered Humboldt and Pershing Counties. The EFS

reported (page 17) that "BIM permittee dependence on public lands for i
; their total livestock forage supply for the past eight years has been ]
| running between 40-50 percent dependency". The EPS also stated ;
(page 17) that this dependence has been steadily decreasing since 1969.

{Instructions on roverse) ' Form 1600—20 (April 1973)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity h
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES RM-1

Continued Page 2 - RM-1

Current (1978) dependence for public land forage in Humboldt County
is approximately 29 percent.

Tt is self evident from the above that if livestock are to continue
grazing public lands, range condition and trend must improve. Forage
from public lands is necessary to ensure continuing economic livestock

units.

hat meeting this objective would be received favorably
and from those individuals, groups, and
"spin-off" benefits from the actiom.
this segment(s), would be stabilization
to increase livestock use.

It is assumed t
from the livestock industry,
institutions that would receive

The major benefits, as viewed by
of livestock operations and the possibility

There are no conflicts hetween URA and MFP-1 data.-

Form 1600-20 (April 1975)
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paradlsc=Denio HFP IIIL
Range Managenient 1.1

r’ R 7\ ’ )
i i
As Currently Written:
Grazing Decision For Livestock

Wild Horses and Burros and Wildlife

; Grazing will be managed in the Paradise-Denio Resource Area with multiple
: uses fully considered. Emphasis will be nlaced on inplementation of the

I Rangeland Managemant Policy through the CRUP process.
|

This decision establishes the base herbivore grazing levels by grazing
allotment.

They are as follows:
 Livestock - Active preference 1/ or negotiated adjustments.

Wildlife - Reasonable numbers as established by BIM and the Nevada
Department of Wilqlife.

Wild Horses and Burros = Existing/current WH&B numbers (as of July 1, 1982)
will be used as a starting point for monitoring purposes except where one
of the following conditions exist:

s ' \ .as Numbers are established by adequate and supportable resource data.
. b. Numbers are established through the CRMP process as documented in CRMP

recomnendations and agreed to by the District Manager.

c. Numbers are established by formal signed agreement between affected
interests.

d. Numbers are established through previously developed interim capture/
nanagement plans. Plans are still supportable by parties consulted in
the original plan. EAs (EARs) were prepared and are still valid.

e. Nunbers are established by ceurt order.

1/ Active prefercvce is defined as: Total prazing prefersnce minus
suspendad praference.  Active prefevence as used in this planning docuaent
{8 synonynous with authorized gracing use.




The sequencz of action will be as follows:

1. Establish priorities for action (categorize each allotment into

. selective nanagemnent categories). ..

i 2. Negotiate any changes in allotment base grazing levels through CRMP.
‘ 1f there is no agreement, USE the base level above as a starting point
for the monitoring process.

3. Issue a prazing decision, establish a monitoring plan and studies for
grazing and other uses, preferably through Coordinated Resource
Management Planning (CRiP). Begin (or continue) monitoring.

4, Develop and implement (as time and- funding permit) allotment
‘management plans and activity plans for other uses. All activity plan
and acceptable CEMP recommendations will be coordinated.
_Implementation will include base herbivore grazing level adjustments.

5. At the end of the third and £fifth year of grazing following issuance
of the grazing decision make necessary use adjustment base upon
monitoring results, and other data then available. Ad justments other
than numbers may be required separately or in combination with
aumbers. For example, changes of seasons—-of-use, additional water
development, seeding or other land treatments may be required. If
monitoring reveals that a particular use or practice is causing
resource damage, that particular use may be adjusted separately.

ad justments in addition to the fifth year adjustments are required,
ad just livestock, wild horses, and wildlife proportionately based on
forage availability. (Providing the wildlife reagonable numbers have
been obtained; if not, wildlife reasonable numbers will be
renegotiated prior to making the ad justments.)

. 6. After the fifth year adjustments, continue monitoring and if

7. A decision changing active preference’ will not be issued until ° '
monitorinz, and/or CRMP group recommendations, and/or baseline '
jnventory, or a combination of these has provided sufficient data to
support a decision to that effect. This may occur at any time during
this process.

Change To:
x The decision will remain as originally wxitten.

f Rationale:

Tha 1378 ranse survey was the source of the production data anitlyzed in the
EIS and was the best dnforvuntion available at the tiime; however, it is the
intent of the Bureau to gather additional rangeland data via panltoring
prior to initiating ad justmencs.  Grazing ad justwents, if required, will be
baged upon reliable vegetation mouiltoriny studies. These studics will be

, ahtained tfroa an intensive, coordinated wonitorioy, efifort iavolving all
| s ; - . . a . ; I

i affectad incuerest groups (Goocdivated Honouree Mangorenl and Plavitug)
i - - . Soanr : : ek 1y T B B TR TN
} A 1t iy current sureawn policy that grasitg prefarsace g justments, ¢l




upward or downward, following the grazing EIS shall not be based solely om
vegetation production surveys, but shall be based on msonitoring or a
combination of monmitoring and range surveys. This does not preclude

ad justments by mutual agreements$.

The resource area has recently completed a monitoring plan which
establishes a strategy for future studies implementatioz. The allotments
in the resource area have been categorized into selective management
categories. These have been approved by the State Director. If monitoring
shows a need for grazing adjustments and there is sufficient data to
support a decision to that effect, a decision will be issued adjusting the
uses that are causing the resource damage. Monitoring has been addressed
in the FY 83 annual work plan.

Persons—Orgénizations That Have Protested This Decision:

Toiyabe Chapter, Sierra Club, Reno, Nevada.
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Grazing Decision For Livestock

. Wild Horses and Burros and Wildlife

Grazing will be managed in the Paradise-=Denio Resource Area with multiple uses
fully considered. Emphasis will be placed on implementation of the Rangeland

Management Policy through the CRMP process.

This decision establishes the base herbivore grazing levels by grazing
allotment.
They are as follows:
Livestock - Active preference 1/ or negotiated adjustments.
Wildlife - Reasonable numbers as established by BLM & the Nevada
Department of Wildlife.

j Wild Horses and Burros - Existing/current WH&B numbers. (as of July 1, .

‘. 1982) will be used as a starting point for monitoring purposes except where one

of the following conditions exist: \
b
‘fi‘:
a. Numbers are established by adequate and supportable resource .: !

! data.
b. Numbers are established through the CRMP process as documented
in CRMP recommendations and agreed to by the District manager.
Ce Numbers are established by formal signed agreement between
affected interests.
d. Numbers are established through previously developed interim
capture/management plans. Plans are still supportable by
parties consulted in the original plan. EA's (EAR's) were
prepared and are still valid.

. e Numbers are established by court order.

iz
]_
b
§
I




The sequence of action will be as follows:

2.

Establish priorities for action (categorize each allotment into

selective management categories.)

Negotiate any changes in allotment base grazing levels through CRMP.
If there is no agreement, use the base level above as a starting point

for the monitoring process.

Issue a grazing decision, establish a monitoring plan and studies for
grazing and other uses, preferably through Coordinated Resource

Management Planning (CRMP). Begin (or continue) monitoring.

Develop and implement (as time and funding permit) allotment
management plans and activity plans for other uses. All activity plan

and acceptable CRMP recommendations will be coordinated.

Implementation will include base herbivore grazing level adjustments.!

At the end of the third and fifth year of grazing following issuance
of the grazing decision make necessary use adjustments based upon
monitoring results, and other data then available. Adjustments other

than numbers may be required separately or in combination with

numbers. For example, changes of seasons of use, additional water



6.

7.

development, seedings or other land treatments may be required.
If monitoring reveals that a particular use or practice is causing

resource damage, that particular use may be adjusted separately.

After the fifth year adjustments, continue monitoring and if
adjustments in addition to the fifth year adjustments are required,
adjust livestock, wild horses, and wildlife pfoportionately based on
forage avaijlability. (Brovidinglﬁhe wildlife reasonable numbers have
been obtained; If not, wildlife reasonable numbers will be

renegotiated prior to making the édjustments).

A decisioa changing active preference will nét be issued until
monitoring, and/or CRMP groué recommendations, and/or baseline
inventory, or é combination of these has provided sufficiend data to
support a decision to ﬁhat Effect. This may occur at any time during

this process.

s

1/ Active preference is defined as: Total grazing preference minus
suspended preference. Active preference as used in this Planning

document is synonymous with authorized grazing use.

/
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UNITED STATES Name (M{°P)
DEPARTMLENT OF TIHLE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMLENT" Activity

Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATIOM—-ANALYSIS=-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation: RM I.1

Determine the initial stocking rate of each allotment from the 1978 .

FP | range survey and adjust the stocking rate of public lands
accordingly. Where downward adjustments are necessary, impose the
ad justments over a three year period in increments of 30, 30 and 40
percent. Allocate a total of 105,855 AUMs.Refer to Table RM-1.1 for
recommendation of allocation for specific allotments.

Rationale:
The recommendation is technically feasible.

Both the Paradise and Denio URAs indicate that sufficient forage is
not available to satisfy the present active preference in all but
five of the 78 allotments within the MFP area. Refer to Table .44-2
of both range URAs for a visual display of the impact on individual
licensees.

To reach initial proper stocking rate, an overall adjustment of 55
percent 1s required. It is assumed that without remedial actions,
an adjustment of this magnitude would eliminate livestock grazing
from 54 of the 78 allotments.

Available forage and consequently, livestock grazing use, has been
declining for a number of years. If corrective action is not 4
initiated, livestock forage and use will continue to decline.

Proper stocking rates, in combination with recommendations to
follow, will improve present range condition and trend.

Under present policy and law, there are no alternatives.

The social and economic impacts would be significant. The most
direct and pronounced impact would, of course, be to the licensee
who depends upon the revenue realized from grazing livestock on
public land.

A total reduction of 125,045 AUMs of active preference is necessary
in order to properly stock the public range. Active preference
includes both licensed use and authorized nonuse. In 1978 licensed
use was responsible for 193,472 AUMs, consequently the reduction in
licensed use needed to stock the public range properly is 89,751
AUMs. The direct revenue loss resulting from a reduction in
licensed use, determined on the basis of the decline in livestock
receipts from the sale of cow-calf units would be $5,889,975 1/,

The indirect impact on the economy of the local communities, derived
using a multiplier of 1.61368_2/, would be a decline in output of
$3,614,560. The total impact from the direct and indirect effects
would be a loss of $9,504,535 to the economy of Humboldt County.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Ttysiractions on reverse) . " Form 1600=21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES ' Name (MF )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio \
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activity
nagement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 —m Step 3
Continued _ Page 2 -~ RM-1.1

AUMs represent more than just a source of annual revenue, they can
also be viewed as a valuable ranch asset that can be bought or sold
separately or as a compenent of the ranch. At the current commercial
rate of $L0/AUM 3/ the reduction in asset value stemming from the
cutback of 125,0L5 AUMs of active preference would be $5,001,800.
Computed on an animal unit basis, where animal units are considered
a component of the market value of a ranch, and assuming that each
animal unit spends an average of 8 months on the public range, the
loss in asset value would be $20,320,300 (125,0h5 AUMs divided by

8 months = 15,631 animal units; 15,631 x $1,300/Animal Unit =
$20,320,300). It should be emphasized that the figures derived for
revenue, AUMs and AUs are not additive, each figure represents a
different method for placing a value on the reduction in the number
of AUMs necessary to properly stock the public range.

Support Needs

District Office

1. A soil survey of all public lands
2. Liaison QOfficer
State Office : e

1. Public Affairs Officer

1/ A reduction of 89,751 AUMs divided by 8 month average grazing
period on public range equals 11,219 animal units. 11,219 AUs
x $525 (Aug. 1979 price received for cow/calf units at the Fallon
Livestock Market) equals $5,889,975.

2/ From: The Economy of Humboldt and Lander Counties: A Working
Model For Evaluating Economic Change, Fillo, Rodtke, end Lewis

(1977).

3/ Based upon comparative sales and Dick Wheeler's personal assumption.

’f_\lﬂo"’?_:___mmch additional sheets, if needed

s tractions on reverse)

* Form 1600-21 (April 1973




Table RM=1.1

Allotment Allotment Proposed Allocation :
Number Name 0f AUMs 1/ i
1 Washburn 642 "
|- 2 Cordero 83
: 3 Ft. McDermitt 1,344
: 4 Jordan Meadows 4,035 !
i 5 u.cC. 6,071 ;
|- 6 Crowley 2,694 k
4 7 Flat Creek 2,262 |
P 8 Pole Creek 2,975 f
o 9 Willow Creek 984
o 10 Double H 1,273
W 11 Lower Quinm River 187
12 Rebel Creek 904
13 Sod House 190
14 Gallagher Flat 148
15 Upper Lower Quinn 198
16 Antelope 270
17 Buffalo 242
e 18 : Andorno 212
) - 19 _ Daveytown 2,857-
_ g 20 Long Canyon 857 -
BE 21 Chimney Creek 122
22 Paradise Hill 795
23 Abel Creek 971
24 Singus ‘ 103 \
25 Hanson Creek 43 )
26 Fort Scott 233
27 Granite 157
28 S0lid Silver 112
29 Indian Creek 174 }
30 Mullinix 120 i
31 Buttermilk 1,230
32 Hot Springs 1,812
- 33 Bullhead 1,093
" 34 Spring Creek 356"
4 35 Wm. Stock 2,419
[ 36 Little Owyhee 11,350
T 37 Eden Valley 1,255
38 Osgood 1,699
39 Iron Point 223
40 Scott Springs 795
41 Golconda Butte 288
42 Sand Pass 1,016

43 Bloody Run 954

' 44 Asa Moore 38 -
-w 45 Sugar Loaf 564




./ )
.’/

o Allotment Allotment Proposed Allocation
" Number Name Of AUMs 1/
46 Pueblo Mountain 756
47 Wilder Bilk 9,381
48 Kings River 3,052
49 Horse Creek 1,145
50 Little Horse Creek 76
51 Alder Creek 9,693
52 Dyke Hot 757
53 Coyote Hills 955
54 Pine Forest 2,426
55 Deer Creek 295
56 Happy Creek 1,707
57 Paiute Meadows 1,554
58 Jackson Mountain 5,669
59 Desert Valley 201
60 Sand Dunes 2,302
61 Blue Mountain 3,608
62 Humboldt Valley 3,127
63 Crow Creek 39
64 McDermitt Creek 0
= 68 . Zimmerman 1,165
. . 69 Holloway 124
Lo 6017 Grassy Basin 104
' N 6016 Sandhills 0
- 70 Tall Corral 26
. 71 Jakes Creek 192
o 72 Quinn River 286 ,
‘. 73 Owyhee 284 ‘
) 74 Eleven Mile 242
75 Twenty~Five 257
903 White House 93
TOTAL AUMs 105,866

1/ The AUM figures (by allotment) includes fenced Federal and Soil
Surface Factor AUMs.
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RM 1.1

Multiple Use Recommendation

Determine the initial stocking rate of each allotment from the 1978 range
survey and adjust the stocking rate of public lands accordingly. Where
downward adjustments are necessary, impose the adjustments over a three
year period in increments of 30, 30 and 40 percent. Allocate a total of
105,866 AUMs. Refer to Table RM-~1.1 for recommendation of allocation for
specific allotments. With the exception of the available AUMs for wildlife
as indicated by the 1978 range survey, allocate all AUMs to livestock.

If the change in privileges is 15% or less, it will be enacted totally
ingtead of a 3 year adjustment period.

Livestock will be excluded from the Owyhee Spring Range and all forage
there will be allocated to wildlife and wild horses.

Livestock will be excluded from Onion Valley in the Pine Forest Range for
racreation management.

Rationale

The forage resource in the Paradise-~Denio Resource Area is over obligated.
There is no forage reserved for wild horses and just a token amount for
wildlife. The recommendation would bring the numbers of grazing animals in
line with the estimated stocking rate to achieve sustained yield of the
forage resource. ' ' .
a) A 15% change should be initiated the first year as the amount
is not significant and is within Bureau policy.

b) The Owyhee Spring Range is recommended for the Velma Johnston
Herd Management Area for the exclusive use of wild horses and
wildlife (WH/B 1.2).

c) The Onion Valley area of the Pine Forest (Little Onion Reservoir,
Big Onion Reservoir and Blue Lakes) is a highly used recreational
area. This area should be excluded from livestock grazing to
enhance the recreational experience. Forage equalling 98 AUMg
will be withheld from livestock allocation in this area.

SuEEort

NSO Range Staff

Field Solicitor

Public Affairs

Area Range Conservationists

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation.

Ratiocnale

Forage will not be allocated within the Paradise-Denio Resource Area.
Future adjustments in grazing use will be based on monitoring as called for
in the Bureau's new Rangeland Management Policy.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) o
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR _ Paradise-Denio :
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN [ Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 - Step 3

MEP

Recommendation RM-1.2 . r

Remove all wild horses and burros from all allotments by 1984. The
attached list identifies the allotments by priority for removal.
All wild horses must be removed in order to obtain the objective.

Rationale
The recommendation is technically feasible.

Wild horses and burros have contributed significantly to deterioration
of range condition and declining trend. If the wild horse and burro
population is allowed to increase, range condition and trend will
continue to deteriorate and decline. This will result in further
decreases of authorized livestock use.

Wild horses and burros compete directly with livestock for all habitat
requirements; the most critical ones being forage and water.

There are no policy or legal constraints. Public Law 92-195 was
enacted by Congress in 1971. This act directed the Secretaries of
the Interior and Agriculture to protect, manage, and control wild
free-roaming horses and burros on public lands.

A sentence in the preamble of the act stated that "It is the policy
of Congress that wild, free-roaming horses and burros shall be )
protected from capture, branding, harassment, or death; and to
accomplish this they are to be considered in the area where presently
found, as an integral part of the natural system of the public lands".

The key word in the sentence as regards the recommendation is the word
area. The word areas appears in Section 9. 8ection 9 limited the
authority of the Secretaries "to relocate wild free-roaming horses

or burros to areas of the public lands where they do not presently
exist".

The act is silent on the legal and semantic meaning of the words area
and areas. It is assumed this omission was deliberate in order to
give management the flexibility needed to carry out the intent of the
law,

The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language (1976) defines
area as: 2: a part of the earth's surface; region.

. Attach additional sheets, if needed

bestracizans un reversed " Form 1600-=21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activity

| Range Management X

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 e Step 3 ‘
Continued ) Page 2 - RM-1.2

On July 25, 1979, Mr. Burton J. Stanley (Regional Field Solicitor), ﬂ

was asked to give his opinion regarding the words "area'" and

"areas" as used in Public Law 92-195. Mr. Stanley replied thsat,
M"The definition of ares and designation of an area is a policy and i
not a legal determination." Mr. Stanley further gtated, "The
Winnemueca Distriect, or for that matter, the State of Nevada could 4
be considered a wild horse area.” t

There are no policy or legal constraints.

Wild horse and burro forage requirement (expressed in AUMs) is the same i
as for livestock. In 1977, wild horses and burros consumed 32,155 AUMs. ﬁ
The yearly recruitment rate for wild horses and burros is 14 percent. ?
At this rate of increase, wild horses and burros consumed 37,524 AUMs

in 1979. The 1978 range survey indicated that there are 103,721 AUMs

within the MFP area. This means that in 1979 wild horses and burros

consumed 36% of the available forage. :

L Computing forage consumption by the above method, wild horses consume
T more forage than is available in the Asa Moore, Little Owyhee, Paiute
Meadows, and Bullhead Allotments. These four allotments were
{dentified in the Paradise URA (.44A.2.) as being in poor condition
and severely declining in trend. -

No other alternatives were considered.

Support Needs

1. State 0ffice

a. Palomino horse crew and facilities | i
b. Cooperative agreements on "eheckerboard" area. ‘

2. District Office

a. Liaison Officer .

b. Cooperative agreements on "checkerboard" area.
c. Engineering support for roads

d. Archeology support

e, Safety

f. Brand inspector

g Veterinary

0

ﬁc‘_'c: Attach additional sheets, if needed

“tlnxtructions on reversel * Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




Table RM-1.2.
Paradise-~Denio MFP

Allotment Priority For Removal of Wild Horses and Burros

Wilder-Bilk, Happy Creek, Desert Valley, Long Canyon, and Paradise
Hill.

The suitability criteria (See URAs) used for the 1978 range survey
excluded certain areas from allocation of forage. Wild horses
have been identified in the above allotments, and in areas that
have been excluded due to suitability factors. In other words,

neither wild horses nor livestock should graze specific areas cf
these allotments. '

Little Owyhee, Bullhead, Pailute Meadows, and Asa Moore Allotments.

According to the 1978 range survey, wild horses consume more
forage than is produced yearly in these allotments.

Hot Springs, Eden Valley, Golconda Butte, Bloody Run, Scott Springs,
dand Dunes Allotments, and Sand Pass Allotment.

Osgood Mountain, Jackson Mountain, Blue Mountains, Davéytown, and
Long Canyon Allotments.

The differences between groups 3 and 4 allotments are total numbers

and range condition and trend. Group 3 allotments containlgore
wild horses, and are in a more deteriorated state than group-h

allotments.

All of the above allotments were identified in the URAs as having
deteriorated site conditions and a decline in trend.




Range Management /.2

Multiple Use Recommendation

Drop the recommendation, but use the rationale and listed priority areas
for support to WHB 1.2 and 1.4.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Accept the Area Manager's recommendation and rationale.

[]
.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl e Step 3

Recommendation RM=1l.3

Do not authorize domestic horse use in allotments where wild horses
oceur, or in those allotments jdentified in the URAs as potential
wild horse use areas. This is an interim recommendation until

removal of all wild horses.

Rationale

The recommendation is technically feasible.

It is assumed that if domestic horses are licensed in these allotments,
wild horse numbers will increase. -

Allotment supervision is ineffective in those allotments containing
‘both domestic and wild horses.

Inventory data becomes almost meaningless if both wild and domestic
horses are in the same allotment. '

There are no policy or legal constraints.
Wild horses compete directly with domestic horses and livestock for
food, water, and other habitat requirements. The disallowance of

domestic horse use would help to limit (reecruitment, etc.) the wild
horse population. This in turn would improve range condition and

trend.

No other alternatives were considered.

Support Needs

None.

ﬁqre: Attach widitional sheets, if needed

-'llh’.'.'.'n\“, raLn -
Py IrCHanRs o rerersel - Form 160021 (Aprn 1975)
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Table RM-1.3
Paradise-Denioc MFP i
Allotments Recommended for Disallowance of Domestic Horse Use -

1. Hot Springs 16. Paradise Hill 1
2. Bullhead 17. Hot Springs Peak

3. Little Owyhee 18. Scott Springs

L, Osgood Mountain 19. Tall Corral

5. Golconds Butte 20. Alder Creek fz
6. Sand Pass 21. Deer Creek G
7. Sand Dunes : 22. Jackson Mountain g
8. Bloody Run 23. Pine Forest

9. Humboldt Valley 24. Dyke Hot :
10. Wilder-Bilk | 25. Desert Valley :
11. Happy Creek ' 26. Spring Creek

12. Paiute Meadows 27. William Stock

13. Blue Mountain 28. Buttermilk .

14, Eden Valley 29, Gallagher Flat é

15. Daveytown |




l’.
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MFEP 1

RM 1.3

Multiple Use Recommendation

Do not license domestic¢ horses in the Owyhee or adjacent allotments.

Do not license domestic horses in allotments or those that adjoin
allotments which contain wild horses. This will be an interim management

action until wild horses are captured and removed according to management
plans.

Rationale t

Management of wild horses would be facilitated by not allowing domestic
horse use in allotments or adjoining allotments that have wild horses
present. Wild horses compete directly with domestic horses and livegtock
for food, water and other habitat requirements. The disallowance of
domestic horse use would help to limit (recruitment) the wild horse
population.

Support ]
Range - liéenéing

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

License domestic horses and burros only in those areas where such domestic

animals would not be expected to mix with populations of wild horses and/or
burros. ¢




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference )
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Stepl == Step 3 :

Recommendation RM-1.l

Revise all grazing management systems as needed. Refer to attached

list.

Rationale

The recommendation is technically feasible.

To avoid misunderstanding and misinterpretation, "grazing management

systems" refer to all AMPs within the MFP area.

All the grazing management systems do not meet present policy or

Manual (4112) quality standards.

The Paradise and Denio URAs identified many problems assoclated with
- all the systems. The major problems identified were over-obligation,
pastures of unequal carrying capacity, site deterioration caused by

over-use, trespass, uneven distribution of livestock, inadequate

project maintenance, and lack of supervision.

There are no policy or legal constraints.

If the deficiencies are corrected, the result will be proper livestock
use. If proper livestock use is obtained, range condition and_grend
will improve. Improved range condition and trend will result in‘an
inerease in the quality and quantity of desirable livestock forage.
The social and economic effects would be proportional to any increase

in livestock use.

Sﬁpport Needs

District Office

1. Soil survey on all allotments.

2. Archeoclogy
3. Engineering support for preliminary layout and design,

feasibility analysis, road maintenance, project installation,
rehabilitation efforts, and’ contract preparation.

State Office

1. Review
2. Technical Support.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

* Form 1600-21 (April 1975)

thyxtrnetions un reprersel



12.
13
1k,
- 15.
16.
7.
18.
19.
20.

21.

22,

Grazing Menagement Systems (AMPs) To Be Revised

Table RM-1.4
Paradise-Denio MFP

Spring Cfeek
Flat Creek
Willow Creek
Chimney Creek
Antelope
Andorno
Buffalo

Long Canyon

Jordan Meadows

William Stock
Crowley Creek
Pole Creek
Sugarloaf
Washburn
Little Owyhee
Abel Creek
Singus

Rebel Creek
U.C.

So0lid Silver

Pueblo Mountain

Hansen Creek

23.
2k,
25.
26.
27,
28.
29.
30.
3%.
32.

33.

Indian Creek

Fort Scott

Hot Springs Peak

Desert Valley
Coyote Hills
Kings River
Wilder-Bilk
Paradise Hill
Buttermilk'
Granite

Alder Creek

-




PN

RM 1.4

Multiple Use Recommendation

Review and revise all grazing management gystems to c_:orresPond to Bureau
policy and Bureau manual quality standards and this MFP (RM 1.5 and
others).

Rationale

Current Allotment Management Plans do not meet Bureau manual quality
standards or Bureau policy. Problems with most of the Resource Area's AMP
stem from pastures of unequal stocking rates, inadequate project
maintenance and lack of range supervision and studies.

SuEEort

Soil Inventory

Operations

Condition & Trend Studies

Multiple Resource Discipline Team to prepare grazing systems

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Review and update the following grazing management systems and include
considerations and objectives for wild horses and burros, watershed,
wildlife, and other resources in their development. AMPS will be reviewed
and revised through the CRMP process or reviewed by the CRMP group
following revision.

Grazing Management Systems (AMPs) To Be Reviewed For Revision Needs

1. Spring Creek 18. Rebel Creek

2. Flat Creek 19. U.C. A
3. Willow Creek 20, Solid Silver

4. Chimney Creek 21. Pueblo Mountain
5. Antelope 22, Hansen Creek

6. Andorno 23. Indian Creek

7. Buffalo 24, Fort Scott

8. Long Canyon 25. Hot Springs Peak
9, Jordan Meadows 26, Desert Valley
10. William Stock 27. Coyote Hills

11. Crowley Creek 28. Kings River

12. Pole Creek 29, Wilder Bilk

13. Sugarloaf 30. Paradise Hill
14. Washburn 31, Buttermilk

15. Little Owyhee 32. Granite

16. Abel Creek 33. Alder Creek

17. Singus Creek




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise Nenia
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Aetivity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation RM-1.5

Establish periods of use for each allotment and base management on
the physiclogical requirements of key species in accordance with
attached list. Utilization of key species should not exceed the
Proper Use Factor as established for the 1978 range survey.

Rationale
The recommendation is technically feasible.

Past grazing use has been authorized during the critical growing
periocd of the desirable forage species; primarily perennial grass
species. This type of grazing use has continued for years and is
one of the primary reasons for the present poor condition of
grazing lands. Continued utilization of key forage plants during

- the early growing stages does not allow these plants to store
food reserves, reproduce and gain vigor. '

There 1s extensive researcHh on the subjects of the physiological
requirements of plants and the degree of utilization that is acceptable
on key forage plants. These studies have shown that the most critieal
time for grazing plants is during the early growth stages of plants.
Postemergent growth depletes food reserves stored from the previous
growing season. Repeated utilization requires additional food.reserves.
If this is allowed to continue, a point is reached where the plant
simply dies. The MFP area contains vast acreages with only remnants

of perennial forage plants. In most cases, these remnants are grasses
and are protected by shrubs, rocks, slopes, or other physical harriers.

After proper periods of use are implemented, the more desirable forage
species will be able to establish adequate food reserves, improve vigor,
and reproduce, Season-of-use can be modified upon implementation of a
sound Allotment Management Plan. '

There 1s considerable research available concerning the degree of
utilization that can be made of key forage species before the use
becomes detrimental. It is generally accepted that utilization in
excess of 50 percent by weight of perennial grass species is harmful
to the plant. The philosophy of "take half and leave half" has been
around for a number of years. This concept is still valid for most
grass species. The Proper Use Factors established for the 1978 range
survey in every case did not exceed 50 percent. A utilization degree
of 50 percent or less would help to insure that the plant can pervetuate
itself. The degree of utilization can be modified upon implementation
of a sound AMP.

Né.'f_"_ Attach additional sheets, if needed

an -

CUnsirciions o reverse " Form 1600=-21 (April 197‘5)




UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP) - -

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio i

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ’ Activily ¥

‘ Range Management |

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference ) "
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 —- Step 3

Continued . Page 2 - RM-1.5 Fi

There are no policy and legal constraints. The Code of Federal
Regulations (43 CFR 4120.2-1) states in part, that "the authorized :
officer shall specify - the period(s)-of-use, and the amount of use,
in animal unit months, that can be made in every grazing permit or F
lease."

The establishment of proper periods-of-use and utilization are two A
ways to improve range condition and trend. é

- Until intensive grazing management systems are implemented, there
are no alternatives. For those implemented, the periods-of-use and
degree of utilization may vary, as long as the growth requirements
of key plants receive adequate consideration.

severe, especially for those licensees who do not have an operating
AMP., TImplementation of proper period-of-ugse would result in those
operators being off the public lands for 3 to 4 months during the
growing season, Utilization of .key forage plants of 50 percent or
less would result in less total use than is now customary.

Support Needs

:3_
]
|

The social and economic impact of this recommendation could be B
F_‘
¥
3
4
]
:
;
i

District Office

1. Continue phenology study.

‘lll_ure: Attach additional sheets. if necded

tesiruectioms on rererse) * Form 1600-21 (April 1073




- . UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
. : DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT B

Activity
had _ Range Management 1.5
R MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS=-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Table RM~1.5

Recommended Periods of Use

No. Allotment Native Seeding

62  Humboldt Valley 6/1 to 1/31

55 Deer Creek 12/1 to 3/31, 7/1 to 11/30

56 Happy Creek 12/1 to 3/31, 7/1 to 11/30

61  Blue Mountain 8/16 to 2/28

60  Sand Dunes 8/16 to 3/31

47 Wilder Bilk Bog Hot Area to Winter Spring ‘
Quinn River Cr. to Winter Fall ;

Areas above 6,000 elev. 7/1 to 9/15
50 Little Horse Creek 6/1 to 9/30

49 Horse Creek 6/1 to 9/30
51 Alder Creek Bog Hot Past. to Winter-Spring Spring
Big Cr. Past. to Winter-Spring Fall
‘ : Idaho Canyon Past. 11/15 to 4/15 _ !
A - - Gridley Past. 11/15 to 4/15 :
. - Summer: McGee Mtn., Onion, Ashdown, ‘

Knott Creek, Big Creek, and Stone
Cabin Pastures

. 52 Dyke Hot Foothills up to 6,000', 4/1 to 6/30 Spring
; Above 6,000' 7/1 to 9/15 Fall
Shadscale-Greasewood 12/1 to 3/31 .
53 Coyote Hills Shadscale—~Greasewood 12/1 to 3/31

Foothills up to 6,000' elev. 4/1 to 6/30
) Above 6,000' elev. 8/1 to 8/31
" Crested wheatgrass 3/1 to 5/31,
- 8/16 to 11/15

48 Kings River Shadscale-Greasewood 12/1 to 3/31 Spring
- Spring (up to 6,000') 4/1 to 6/30 Fall
. Summer (above 6,000') 7/1 to 9/15

46 Pueblo Mtn. Summer :Pueblo Mtn, Denio Basin

& Albertson Basin pastures
Spring-Fall: for other pastures !

54 Pine Forest Shadscale~Greasewood Winter Spring
Up to 6000' elev. 4/1 to 6/30 Fall
Above 6000' elev. 7/1 to 9/15
57 Paiute Meadows Shadscale-Greasewood Winter Spring
Up to 6000' elev. 4/1 to 6/30 . Fall
- Above 6000' elev. 7/1 to 9/15
77 63 Crow Creek 7/1 to 9/15
.69  Sandhills-Holloway
AR Mountain 7/1 to 9/15
SN

ivote: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Tthistructions on reverse) . " Form 160021 (April 1973)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Name (MFP)
Paradise-Denio

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Overlay Reference

Range Management —

Table RM=1.5 (continued)

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Page 2
Native Seeding

No. Allotment

58 Jackson Mountain

59 Desert Valley

Shadscale-Greasewood 12/1 to 2/28
Foothills up to 6000' elev. 3/31

to 5/31
Above 6000' elev. 6/1 to 7/31
Shadscale—Greasewood 12/1 to 2/28
Foothills up to 6000' elev. 3/31 to 5/31
Above 6000' elev. 6/1 to 7/31

42
43

44
22

20

32

38

Sand Pass
Bloody Run

Asa Moore
Paradise Hill
Trapp Butte Seeding

Winter Range

Miller Field

Rocky Canyon
Paradise Hill
Triangle

Spanish Joe Seeding

Long Canyon
Sandbank Field
Silver State Field
Bucktail Field
Amos Station Field
Long Canyon

Tony Creek

West Field

East Field

Hot Spring

Klaumann Seeding
Klaumann Seeding

7/15 to 12/31
7/1 to 10/31

Below 4800' elevation on west side of

Bloody Run Mtns. 11/16 to 2/28

7/15 to 10/31

4/1 to 6/15

" 9/1 to 11/15

11/16 to 2/28
10/16 to 12/31
7/15 to 10/31
7/15 to 10/31
4/1 to 6/15
4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15

11/16 to 2/28
11/16 to 2/28
7/15 to 10/31
7/15 to 10/31
7/1 to 9/15
4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15
9/1 to 11/15

4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15

Less than 5000' elev. 11/16 to 2/28
More than 5000' elev. 7/1 to 10/31

Osgood

Less than 5000' elev. 11/16 to 2/28
More than 5000' elev. 7/1 to 10/31

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Spring, Summer
Fall

Spring, Stmmer
' Fall

Spring,Summerx
Fall
Fall

Spring,Summer
Fall

Hystruciions on reversel

" Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Paradise=-Denio

Activity
Range Management 1.5

Overlay Reference

- RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Table RM-1.5 (continued) Page 3
No. Allotment Native Seeding
39 Iron Point 11/16 to 2/28

33 Bullhead
Bullhead Seeding 4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15
Less than 5000' elev. 11/16 to 2/28
More than 5000' elev. 7/1 to 10/31

34  Spring Creek

West Field 11/16 to 2/28
East Field 7/1 to 11/15
Spring Field 7/1 to 11/15
North Field 7/1 to 11/15
1009 Eleven Mile Flat 11/16 to 2/28

(Administered by Elko District)

1016 Jakes Creek 11/16 to 2/28
(Administered by Elko District)

1029 Tall Corral
Less than 5000' elev., 11/16 to 2/28
More than 5000' elev. 7/1 to 11/15
(Administered by Elko District)

903 Whitehouse 11/15 to 2/28
(Administered by Elko District)

1032 Twenty~Five 11/16 to 2/28
(Administered by Elko District)

35 Wm. Stock
Ward Spring Field 11/16 to 2/28
Goat Corral Field 7/1 to 11/15
Mud Spring Field 7/1 to 11/15
Charlie Young Field 7/1 to 11/15
Sagehen Spray Field 7/1 to 10/15
Sagehen Spray Central 7/1 to 10/15
Sagehen Spray South 7/1 to 10/15

Nate: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Spring, Summer
Fall

S

Hustructions on reverse)

" Form 160021 (April 1975)




b UNITED STATES
- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
. - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

P MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)

Paradise=Denio

Activity

A

Overlay Reference

1o RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3 '
Table RM-1.5 (continued) Page &

;

; No. Allotment Native Seeding
‘ i
45 Sugarloaf i
Big Spring Field 7/1 to 10/15
Sugarloaf Field 7/1 to 10/15 ;

e

36 Little Owyhee
0ld Summer Pastures

Antelope 7/15 to 10/31
Rock Springs 7/15 to 10/31
Calico 7/15 to 10/31
Capitol Peak 7/15 to 10/31
014 Spring Pastures
g Lake Creek 7/1 to 11/15
- Twin Valley Spring 7/1 to 11/15
j'. : - Fairbanks - 7/1. to 11/15
." B 1402 Nouque & Sons
Quinn River 7/15 to 10/31

1404 Little Owyhee
Fts MecDermitt Stockmen's
Association 7/15 to 10/31

31 Buttermilk
East Buttermilk

Seeding 4/1 to 6/15
North & South 9/1 to 11/15
‘ (West) Buttermilk Seed.
[ Winter Range 11/16 to 2/28
P Native Range 7/1 to 10/31

(Wagon Wheel &
Picket Corral)

29 Indian Creek
Indian Field 6/18 to 9/30
Mullinix Field Seed. 4/1 to 6/15
Cantrell Field Seed. 9/1 to 11/15

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

‘-

Spring, Summer
Fall

Spring,Summer
Fall

tHnstruetions on reverse)

" Form 1600-21 (April 1973)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise=Denis
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
5.
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANAL.YSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Table RM-1.5 (continued) Page 5
No. Allotment Native Seeding
28 So0lid Silver
Granite Seeding 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer
9/1 to 11/15 Fall
" Solid Silver Field 9/1 to 10/31
Coleman Field 6/18 to 9/30
30 Mullinix
Seeding 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer
Seeding 9/1 to 11/15 Fall
Native 7/1 to 10/31
27 Granite Allotment
Native E. of Hinkey Rd. 6/18 to 9/30
Native W. of Hinkey Rd. 7/1 to 10/31
Seeding in Native
Field W. of Hinkey Rd. 4/1 to 6/15 Summer, Fall
26 Ft. Scott
North Field 7/15 to 10/31
South Field 6/18 to 9/30 )
North Singus Seed. 4/1 to 6/15 Summer, Fall
9/1 to 11/15 ' Fall
25 Hanson Creek
Middle Field 7/15 to 10/31
West Fleld 7/15 to 10/31
East Field 6/18 to 9/30
24 Singus Creek
Singus Creek Field 7/15 to 10/31
Schwartz Field 6/18 to 9/30
South Singus Seed. 4/1 to 6/15 Summer, Fall
23 Abel Creek

Provo Canyon Field 7/15 to 10/31

Morey Creek Field 7/15 to 10/31
Abel Cr. Seed. Field

North Trap Butte 4/1 to 6/15
Seeding Field 9/1 to 11/15
South Trap Butte 4/1 to 6/15

Seeding Field

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Summer, Fall
Fall
Summer, Fall

thusiructions on reverse)

" Form 1600-21 (April 1973)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio

.' ' BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
: | Range Management 1.5

Overlay Reference

Name (MFP)

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tHustructions on reverse)

" Form 1600-21 (April 1973)

RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Table RM-1.5 (continued) Page 6
No. Allotment Native Seeding 3
8 Pole Creek E
Pole Creek Field 7/15 to 10/31
Trap Corral Field 7/15 to 10/31
Twin Springs Field 7/15 to 10/31
Sentinel Rock Field 9/1 to 12/31 ;i
. Cherry Creek Field 9/1 to 12/31 |
> South Thacker Field 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer i
North Thacker Field 9/1 to 11/15 Fall ]
6 Crowley Creek i
Upper Lyle field 7/15 to 10/31 f
Lo Upper Indian Field 7/15 to 10/31 _
o Lower Lyle Field 9/1 to 12/31 |
o o Lower Indian Field 9/1 to 12/31 }
Trout Field 7/1 to 10/31 !
. Winter Field 11/16 to 2/28 }*
' 4 Jordan Meadows “
Black Mtn. Field 7/15 to 10/31
Seven Spring Basin
Field 7/15 to 10/31 ct
Upper Crowley Field 7/15 to 10/31
Wildcat Field Seed. 4/1 to 6/15 Summer, Fall ‘
Middle Field Seed. 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer {
South Field Seeding 9/1 to 11/15 Fall ]
Salient Peak Field 7/1 to 10/31
1 Washburn
Long Ridge Field 7/15 to 10/31
Riser Creek Field 7/15 to 10/31
Rock Spring Field 7/15 to 10/31
Mud Spring Fleld 7/1 to 10/31
Mentaberry Field 7/1 to 10/31
Washburn Field—-Native 7/1 to 10/31
Washburn Field~Seeding 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer
9/1 to 11/15 Fall
Winter Field 11/16 to 2/28
64  McDermitt Creek 7/1 to 10/31
. 2 Cordero 11/16 to 2/28




UNITED STATES
. - p DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)

Activity
Range Management 1.2

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS=DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Table RM-1.5 (continued) Page 7
No. Allotment Native Seeding

3 Ft. McDermitt
Ft. McDermitt Seed. 4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15

Native—-S. of Quinn

River 7/15 to 10/31
: Native-N. of Quinn
N River 7/1 to 10/31
5 U.C.
McCleary Seeding 4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15
West & East 4/1 to 6/15

9/1 to 11/15
U.C. Field Seeding 4/1 to 6/15

. 9/1 to 11/15
: o Three Mile Field Seed. 4/1 to 6/15
D 9/1 to 11/15

U.C. Seeding N. 4/1 to 6/15

9/1 to 11/15

U.C. Seeding S. 4/1 to 6/15

9/1 to 11/15
Riverbottom Seed. 4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15
Eight Mile Field 7/15 to 10/31
Canyon Creek Field 7/15 to 10/31
Native Portion's 3
Mild Fld. & U.C. Fld. 7/1 to 10/31

P 7 Flat Creek
C Flat Creek Seeding 4/1 to 6/15
-1 _ 9/1 to 11/15
: Bourke Seed. N & § 4/1 to 6/15
' ' 9/1 to 11/15
’ Kosek Seed. E & W 4/1 to 6/15
9/1 to 11/15

Highway Fileld 6/18 to 9/30

Skull Creek 7/1 to 10/31

Spring Creek 7/1 to 10/31
N Native 7/1 to 10/31
. _ : Quinn River Field 11/16 to 2/28

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Spring, Summer
Fall

Summer, Fall
Fall
Summer, Fall
Fall <
Summer, Fall |
Fall :
Summer, Fall :
Fall
Summer, Fall
Fall
Summer, Fall
Fa'll
Summer, Fall
Fall i

Spring, Summer
Fall j
Spring, Summer
Fall
Spring, Summer
Fall

tnstruciions on reverse)

" Form 160021 (April 1973)




S UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
i DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
. : BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
|- L Range Management 1.5
p MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
v RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Table RM-1.5 (continued) Page 8
No. Allotment Native Seeding

9 Willow Creek

. . .,
e

Hadley 4/1 to 6/15-9/1 to 11/15 Spring, Summer/
Fall

North Lewallen Seed. 4/1 to 6/15-9/1 to 11/15 Spring,Summer/
Fall

South Lewallen Seed. 4/1 to 6/15-9/1 to 11/15 Spring, Summer/
Fall

Willow Creek Seed. 4/1 to 6/15-9/1 to 11/15 Spring,Summer/
Fall

N. Eagle Creek Seed. 4/1 to 6/15-9/1 to 11/15 Spring, Summer/

) Fall .
- 12 Rebel Creek ]
L Eagle Creek Field 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer !

N 9/1 to 11/15 Fall i

. Rebel Creek Field 4/1 to 6/15 Spring, Summer i
|- 9/1 to 11/15 : Fall ]
%.ﬂ' Spring Creek Field 7/1 to 10/31 ‘

- 68 Zimmerman 7/15 to 10/31
18 Andorno 7/1 to 10/31 4/1 to 6/15 ;
(Spring, Summer) §
9/1 to 11/15 ;
(Fall) ;
;
21  Chimney Creek 7/1 to 10/31 4/1 to 6/15 5
! (Spring,Summer) ‘
Lo 9/1 to 11/15 '
: (Fall) i
17  Buffalo 7/1 to 10/31 4/1 to 6/15 |
(Spring, Summer) |
9/1 to 11/15 ;
(Fall)
16 Antelope 7/1 to 10/31 4/1 to 6/15
(Spring,Summer)

_ 9/1 to 11/15
. , . (Fall)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Ttnstructions oN reverse) " Form 1600-21 (April 1975




o UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

.- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio

. - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity =

- . Range Management 1.3

iR MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

¥ RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

o Table RM-1.5 (continued) ' Page 9

! J

T_ No. Allotment Native Seeding l
40  Scot Springs Below 5000'~Winter 12/1-3/31 |

| Above 5000'-Summer 7/15 to 10/30 :

ft 10 Double H 7/1 to 10/31 ;
19 Daveytown 10/1 to 2/28 :
13 Sod House 10/1 to 2/28
37 Eden Valley Below 5000'-Winter 12/1 to 3/31

Above 5000'-Summer 7/15-10/30

y |

T 41  Golconda Butte 12/1 to 3/31

. 14  Gallagher Flat 10/1 to 2/28 ' “

o ” 11 Upper & Lower Quinn 10/1 to 2/28

1403 Quinn River 7/15 to 10/31
(Administered by Vale) '

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Ttlusirnetions on reverse) " Form 1600-21 (April 1973)




MFP

AP

1

M 1.5

Multiple Use Recommendation

1. Establish periods-of-use for each allotment and design management
Systems on suitable allotments to provide for the physiological
requirements of key species for all users. Utilization ghould not
exceed the Proper Use Factor as established for the 1978 range survey.

2. One those allotments where grazing management systems will not be
prepared use the phenclogical regquirements of the key species to
establish seasons of use.

3. Use the information contained in Range 1.8 for allotments selected for
grazing systems, and those which will not have grazing systems. The
information also contains seasons-of=-use for every allotment.

Rationale

1. Where grazing management systems are prepared, rested and deferred use
pastures provide the needed requirements for plant growth and enable
plants to restore and maintain their vigor. A plant that is vigorous
will be able to reproduce in favorable climatic conditions. Proper
utilization is critical to a plant's vigor, and watershed

i+ stabilization. The PAA (page 56) identifies local concerns that the
"public lands, rather than the private sector, contribute the majority
of the area's air and water pollution". By using Proper Use Factors
for utilization studies and proper seasons of use the vegetative
resource will regain its vigor, reproduce and help to lessen the
area's air and water pollution.

2. In those allotments where intensive grazing management systems will
not be utilized or as an interim measure until systems are prepared,
seasons of use will be based on the plants phenological requirements.,
The most critical time is during the plants growth.

Suggort

Phenological Study
Condition and Trend Studies
Utilization Studies

Improve the condition of approximately 5,800 acres of pure and mixed aspen
habitats for wildlife. The methods for improvement will vary by allotment,
but will include livestock management, protective fencing, burning,
clear-cutting and spraying. Management should be aimed at maintaining the
vegetative community in a condition approaching "excellent". This will
assure the stand's existence for future wildlife benefits.

-

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Consider season-of-use data when developing or revising AMPs. Make
season-of-use data available to CRMP groups so that they can use this
information in the development of plans using the CRMP process.




UNITED STATES Name (M7 1)
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS=DECISION . Ster 1  RM-1.6Step 3

Recommendation RM-1.6

Combine the following allotments:

1. Eden Velley, Golconda Butte, aﬁd Scott Springs.

2. Jackson Mountain, Blue Mountasin, and Désert Valley.

3. Sand Dunes, Sand Pass, and Humboldt Valley.

L, Happy Creek and Deer Creek.

5. Horse Creek and Little Horse Creek.

61 Bloody Run and Asas Moore

T. Osgood and Iron Point.

8. Daveytown and Sod House.

9. TFt. MeDermitt and Cordero.

Rationale

The recommendation is technically feasible.

At the time (7-T79) this document was prepared, the 1978 range survey
was not compiled. Therefore, no recommendations for interior and/or

exterior fences will be made.

It is assumed thet combining these allotments would not work an
economic hardship on any of the licensees,

All of the allotments recomended for combining have conditions,
situations, and problems that are gimilsr to one another., These
are: (1) they are adjacent or within close proximity to each other,
(2) none are managed by an intensive management system, (3) the
range condition is poor and trend is declining in all but a few,
(k) all have similar vegetative complexes, (5) all allotment
groupings would lend themselves to development of intensive
menagement systems, (6) 211 have similar problems such as overw
obligation, unsuthorized livestock use, most have wild horses,
end (7) most allotments lack exterior boundary fences.
Exceptions are groups 5, 7, and 8.

" Form 1600=-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

i DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR s {

s o3 Paradise-Denio

- BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Referefe
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—~DECISION Step RM-1.6 Step 3
Continued Page 2

The prime consideration in combining these allotments is to improve
range condition and trend. By applying intensive management to

these allotments, the vegetation can be effectively managed to improve
range condition and trend.

The physiological requirements of the key species in the Daveytown
and Sod House Allotments can be met simply by applying the correct
period of use. No interior fences would be required.

There are a number of wells and springs in allotment groups 1, 2, 3,
6, and 9. If used to the best advantage, these projects could help

to control the movements of livestock. This would reduce considerably
the need for interior fences.

" No other alternatives were considered.

The recommendation constitutes a change from past areas of grazing !
use for some licensees. It is assumed the social effects would be
negative.

The ultimate gonal in combining the allotments is to improve range

condition and trend. This goal can be achieved. It is assumed

improved range condition and trend would have a positive economie

effect through increased grazing use. : - i

Support Needs

1. Phenology studies continued.
2., Revised range line agreements.
3. Range condition and trend. ' - E

L, Effective allotment supervision.

' '

ﬁu_rr_.-; Attach additional sheets, if needed

s irae ity un regersed

" Form 1600=21 (April 1975)




RM 1.6

MFP 1 ‘ Multiple Use Recommendation
Combine the following allotments:
f il 1. Eden Valley, Golconda Butte, and Scott Springs.
E 2. Jackson Mountain, Blue Mountain, and Desert Valley.
{ 3. Sand Dunes, Sand Pass, and Humboldt Valley.
j 4, Happy Creek and Deer Creek.
S Horse Creek and Little Horse Creek. ;
6. Bloody Run and Asa Moore.
7 Osgood and Iron Point.
8. Daveytown and Sod House. !
2. Ft. McDermitt and Cordero.
Rationale
The recommendation is technically feasible.

ﬁ At the time (7-79) this document was prepared, the 1978 range survey was j
not compiled. Therefore, no recommendations for interior and/or exterior '
; fences will be made.

It is assumed that comgining these allotments would not work an economic
hardship on any of the licensees.

a
"y
-

All of the allotments recommended for combining have conditions,

situations, and problems that are similar to one another. These are: (1)

they are adjacent or within close proximity to each other, (2) none are

managed by an intensive management system, (3) the range condition is poor

and trend is declining in all but a few, (4) all have similar vegetative

complexes, (5) all allotment groupings would lend themselves to development ;

of intensive management systems, (6) all have similar problems such as :
over~obligation, unauthorized livestock use, most have wild horses, and (7)

! most allotments lack exterior boundary fences. Exceptions are gqroups 5, 7, {

! and 8.

' 1]

| The prime consideration in combining these allotments is to improve range

: condition and trend. By applying intengive management to these allotments,

! the vegetation can be effectively managed to improve range condition and
trend.

i
‘lll'




RM 1.6 (continued)
The physiological requirements of the key species in the Daveytown and Sod
House Allotments can be met simply by applying the correct period of use,
No interior fences would be required.
There are a number of wells and springs in allotment groups 1, 2, 3, 6, and
9. If used to the best advantage, these projects could help to control the
movements of livestock. This would reduce considerably the need for
interior fences.

No other alternatives were considered.

The recommendation constitutes a change from past areas of grazing use for
some licenses. It is asgsumed the social effects would be negative,

The ultimate goal in combining the allotments is to improve range condition
and trend. This goal can be achieved. It is assumed improved range

condition and trend would have a positive economic effect through increased
grazing use.

Support

Phenology studies continued
Revised range line agreements
Range condition and trend
Effective allotment supervision.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Consider combining the following allotments. This should be fully . ¢
coordinated with the permittees involved. Use the CRMP process whenever
possible.

1. Eden Valley, Golconda Butte, and Scott Springs.

2. Jackson Mountain, Blue Mountain, and Desert Valley.

3. Sand Dunes, Sand Pass, and Humboldt Valley.

4. Happy Creek and Deer Creek.

5. Horse Creek and Little Horse Creek.

G Bloody Run and Asa Moore.

7. 0sgood and Iron Point.

8. Daveytown and Sod House.

9. Ft. McDermitt and Cordero.




sheep and cattle use for all allotments. }

UNITED STATES Name (MF 1)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity %
Range Management 3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 1
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS=-DECISION Stepl _~  Step3 “
Recommendation RM-1.7 ' 4
hﬂFTD lAllow complete conversion of cattle to sheep use, or a combination of %

Rationale )
The recommendation is technically feasible.

Sheep have grazed in all allotments in the past. Until the late {
1940s and early 1950s, dual use occurred in most allotments. The i
vegetation within the MFP area is more suitable for sheep than
cattle grazing. Refer to compilation of the 1978 range survey.

The vegetative complexes in all allotments are predominantly shrubs |
with grass understories. Each allotment has various topographic
features. Since each kind of livestock grazes most heavily on §
certain plant species and certain types of topography, most efficient |
range use can be attained by grazing more than one kind of livestock - !
on the same range. A given allotment would furnish more AUMs if j
utilized by both kinds of livestock. The output would be more 1
livestock products produced per unit area of public land. ‘

The percent composition of shrubd species is increasing in every
allotment. The percent composition of perennial grasses is deoreasing.
The sllowance of sheep use would reverse this trend.

Dual Use results in more uniform utilization of both species and
areas than is obtained by single use, provided that the combined
numbers do not exceed forage production. By allowing dual use, range
condition and trend would be improved.

No other alternatives were considered.

The social and economic effects should be positive. The recommendation
should allow licensees more flexibility and diversity. The flexibility
should improve the opportunities for a more economical operation.

Support Needs

District Office

1. Continue phenology studies.

2. Reliable range condition, trend, and utilization studies.

Nore: _Algch additional sheets, if needod

.".'\." Trons u erse
NN HORS on reterse ) * Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




MFP

MFP 1)

RM 1.7

Multiple Use Recommendation

Allow complete conversion of cattle to sheep use, or a combination of sheep
and cattle use for all allotments.

Rationale
The recommendation is technically feasible.

Sheep have grazed in all allotments in the past. Until the late 1940s and
early 1950s, dual use occurred in most allotments. The vegetation within
the MFP area is more suitable for sheep that cattle grazing. Refer to
compilation of the 1978 range survey.

The vegetative complexes in all allotments are predominately shrubs with
grass understories. Each allotment has various topographic features.
Since each kind of livestock grazes most heavily on certain plant species
and certain types of topography, most efficient range use can be attained
by grazing more than one kind of livestock on the same range. A given
allotment would furnish more AUMg if utilized by both kinds of livestock.
The output would be more livestock products per unit area of public land.

The percent composition of shrub species is increasing in every allotment.

The percent composition of perennial grasses is decreasing. The allowance

of sheep use would reverse this trend.

Dual use results in more uniform utilization of both species and areas than

is obtained by sngle use, provided that the combined numbers do not exceed

forage production. By allowing dual use, range condition and trend would .
be improved. |
No other alternatives were considered. ‘
The social and economic effects should be positive. The recommendatioch

should allow licensees more flexibility and diversity. The flexibility
should improve the opportunities for a more economical operation.

Suggort

District Office

1. Continue phenology studies.

2. Reliable range condition, trend, and utilization studies.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

1. Allow for conversion from cattle to sheep on all allotments within the
resource area except where conflicts with bighorn sheep would occur.

2. Allow for converstions from sheep to cattle on a case-by-case basis.
Conversion ratio and authorization will depend upon the suitability of
the rangeland involved and will be made only where cattle can be
adequately controlled and managed.




As Currently Written:

Paradise~Denio MFP III
Range Management 1.7

1.

2.

Allow for conversion from cattle to sheep on all allotments within the .
resource area except where conflicts with bighorn sheep would occur. !

Allow for conversion from sheep to cattle on a case-by-case basis,

Conversion ratio and authorization will depend upon the suitability of !
the rangeland involved and will be made only where cattle can be ' i
adequately controlled and managed. ' |

Change To: - : ' ﬁ

1.

2.

Rationale: C -

The decision as. originally written caused much concern among the sheep

Allow for conversion from cattle to sheep om all allotments withia the g
resource areas except on those allotmeats or portions of allotments
where conflicts with existing bighorn sheep (or imminent :
reintroductions) cannot be mitigated. ' .

Allow for conversion from sheep to cattle ou a case-by-case basis. ;f
Conversion ratio and authorization will depend upon the suitability of .
the rangeland involved and will be made only where cattle can be .
adequately controlled and managed. : '

permittees of the resource area. They felt that-if bighorn sheep were ]
reintroduced into the resource area that the domestic sheep operations f
would be eliminated. This was never the intention of the original

decision. In order to clarify the decision the matter was made an agenda

item for the CRMP Local Number 1 meeting in Winnemucca on October 22, 1982,

As a result several members of the CRMP group met with Winnemucca Disurice

personnel and worked out the clarification.

Persons-Organizations That Have Protested This Decision:

l.
2.
3.
4.

Ken Farp by Larry Hill, Orovada, Nevada.

CRMP Local Number 1, Winnemucca, Nevada.

Buster Dufurrena, Denio, Nevada.

Gary A. Thrasher, DVM, Nevada First Corporation, Winnemucca, Nevada.
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""'\‘ UNITED STATES Name (M]77)

; DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR .
S ‘ Paradise=Penig—
. “*‘j BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Par

| Activity
_ Range Mgmt 1.8
R o MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Recommendation: RM-1.8 \ F
W
MFP { Implement at least a four-pasture rest-rotation grazing system for |

the following allotments. Do not fence drainages, riparian, or wet i
meadow sites. Refer to table RM-1.8 for anticipated increases due

: to AMP implementation and proper stocking rate. Allocate all

increases to livestock to change suspended AUMs to active AUMs.

3 A. Happy Creek —~ Deer Creek (consider as one allotment)
; Jackson Mountain, Desert Valley, and Blue Mountain (consider as

one allotment) l
Wilder Rilk . _
Alder Creek f
Pine Forest '
] Bloody Run and Asa Moore (consider as one allotment)
Paiute Meadows
Humboldt Valley, Sand Dunes, and Sand Pass (considered as one

allotment) ’

g’ T
.\) Implement, at a minimum, a three-pasture rest-rotation grazing

syvstem for the following allotments:

B. Buffalo - Antelope (consider as one allotment)
Osgood and Iron Point (consider as one allotment) ot
Fort McDermitt and Cordero (consider as one allotment)
Double H
Horse and Little Horse
Bullhead

-

Implement a single two-pasture deferred system on the following
allotments:

Dyke Hot
Eden Valley, Scott Springs, and Golconda Butte (consider as one
allotment)

C. Do not implement an AMP on the following allotments:
ST SR &

Daveytown - Sod House (consider as one allotment)
Uppgr and Lowar_Quinn (consider as one allotment) |

-Rationdle'—MRM4l;8 k: B; C,

A The recommendation is technically feasible.
= ‘ It is the policy of the Bureau that there will be no new AMP

- o~ : development until after the Environmental Statement has been
; approved.
i
i
i

B
5
(L

o
ceres Attach additional sheets, if needed i

i BTN T T RO SV TR PN RTCT TP CFoarm 1600- 71 (Al 16735




UNITED STATES ' Name (M/7P)

| D DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ParadisecNenic :
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . © [ Activity :

Range Mgmt 1.8 E

| 3 MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reforence
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS=-CECISION Step 1 Step 3
RM 1.8 (continued) page 2 - RM-1,8

According to the 1978 range survey all of these allotments are
overobligated. The Paradise and Denio URAs identifeid a number of
problems associated with all allotments. A few of the more critical
problems are : (1) overobligation, (2) poor range condition and
trend, (3) site deterioration, (4) poor distribution of livestock,
(5) trespass, and (6) erosion problems.

, Do not fence drainages, wet meadows, and riparian sites. Although a
3 number of drainages, wet meadow, and riparians sites have severly
deteriorated, these problems can be improved by implementation of a
sound AMP. Furthermore, fencing these areas would make
implementation of AMPs an impracticality.

Implementation of AMPs would imbrove range conditon and trend.

The 1978 range survey has not been compiled. Until the forage
production of specific areas can be determined, no alternatives will
be considered. :

Group A allotments generally have more serious problems (erosion,

1 trespass, deteriorated sites, etc.) than do group B a2llotments. A
four-pasture system is needed to correct existing problems. Group A
allotments also have existing fences and topographical bartiers that °
would reduce the need for interior fences.

There are problems in group B allotments. However, these problems
can be corrrected by implementation of at least a three-pasture
rest-rotation system.

Group C allotments can be improved by applying the correct
periods—-of-use, ear tagging livestock, and improved allotment
supervision.

The public land in the Upper and Lower Quinn Allotment is
recommended for disposal. The recommendation for disposal is the
reason why these allotmetns were not Included for AMP
implementation. '

No_f_c.j_ Attach additional sheets, if needed

[l.’\"'.’ﬂ'.‘lnu\‘ o oreterse ! _ - 1"‘01’\1’1 1600-21 (APF“ 173
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|
UNITED STATES Name (M/°1) ?
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-~Denio _ ﬁ
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - [hetivity "
: Range Management F
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN . Overlay Reference :
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1IRM=1.8 step 3
Continued Page 3 - RM-1.8 %
1 It is assumed that the social and economic effects would be positive. w
Implementation of AMPs and intensive management systems should
provide continuity to the licensees livestock coperations. J
Support Needs i
Digtrict Office
1. Complete soil survey except for group D g

2. Archeology

3. Engineering for contract preparation, preliminary design
and layout, feasibility study, project installation and if
supervision, and road maintenance N

{ State Office ;

1. Technical review ;

-t l

" i

iﬁ

i

[

!:

{

i

¥

|

]

¥

i

1

i

!

i

| .
T Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
] s smm— oo oo = =

% chusireciiogs on reverse) ) " Form 1600-21 (Aprit 1973




-‘Anticipated Increase in Forage Prod

Reduction in

G
Table %o’ RM-1.8

Implementation of -

uction Through zmrmmmam:n

Available AUMs

Denio Planning c:#.

Grazing Intensity . Grazing Systems by 1978 Combined
Allotment (21%) 1/ (%) 1/ Increase Range Survey Total Remarks
Pueblo Mtn. 161 . 161 768 929
Wilder-Bilk 1605 382 1987 7643 9630 Cattle
Wilder-Bilk 409 409 8178 8587 Sheep
Kings River 611 145 756 2908 3664
Horse Creek 176 42 218 836 1054
Little Horse Creek 16 4 mo. 76 96
Alder nnmmx 1548 1548 7372 8920
Dyke. Hot 146 35 181 693 874
Coyote Hills 195 195 927 1122 Cattle
Coyote Hills 211 211 1007 1218 mwmmm
Paiute Meadows 283 67 350 1348 1698
Pine Forest 427 102 529 2033 2562
Deer Creek 62 15 77 294 371
Happy Creek 358 85 443 1707 2150
Jackson Mtn. 1017 242 1259 4843 6102
Desert Valley 42 10 52 201 253
Sand Dunes 398 95 493 1894 2387




Anticipated Increase in monmmm mHo.cnnHos arnocmr Management

Reduction in

Implementation of

4.>4mwwmwwm AUMs

Denio Planning Unit ‘

Grazing Intensity Grazing Systems by 1978 Combined

Allotment (21%) 1/ {5%) 1/ Increase Range Survey Total Remarks

Blue Mtn. 723 172 895 3445 4340

Humboldt Valley 546 130 " 676 2598 3274

Gunnery Range 21 5 26 . 101 127

Holloway . 23 23 110 133

King River (OR.) 16 4 : 20 76 96

Pueblo Mtn. (OR.) 95 23 . 118 451 569

*Humboldt Valley *Has wanﬂmmmm in

-{Sonoma-Gerlach R.A.) _ : 26 26 517 543 avallable AUMs so

: : - no reductions in
grazing Intensities

Sandhillg #%* i 12 12 59 71 #*k* No available AUMs

_ for livestock,

Used unsuitable
AUMs.

Crow Creek = ° . 8 8 39 47

Grassy Basin 19 19 90 109

. s




Table * RM-1.

5

Reduction in Implementation of

-

Anticipated Increase in Forage, Pro fuction Through Management

Avallable AUMs

H

Paradise Planning c:.

Grazing Intensity Grazing Systems by 1978 Combined
Allotment (212) 1/ (%) 1/ Increase Range Survey Total Remarks
Washburn i15 115 547 662 Fenced federal not
, included 1in
available AUMs for -
all allotments.
Cordero 17 | 4 21 83 104
Ft. McDermitt . 282 67 349 1344 11693
Jordan Meadows 835 | 835 3976 4811
sU.C. - - : 6069 6069 .
Crowley 539 - 539 2567 3106
Flat Creek 473 . S 4T3 2254 2727
'#Pole Creek 2975 2975
Willow Creek 206 D 206 983 1189
Double H. . 267 64 - 331 1273 1604
rosmﬂlﬁmzmﬂ Quinn : . .
ww<mn . 39 ) : .9 - 48 187 235
Rebel Creek 175 _ . : 175 832 1007 .
Sod House = 40 | 10 . 50 190 240

* Already grazing system and has increase in available AUMs, so no reductions in grazing intensities.
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MFP {1

.}

RM 1.8

Multiple Use Recommendation

Implement at least a four pasture rest-rotation grazing system for:

Wilder~-Bilk
Alder Creek
Pine Forest
Kings River

Osgood-~Iron Point(consolidate and consider as one allotment)

Bullhead

Humboldt Valley, Sand Dunes and Sand Pass (consolidate and
consider as one allotment)
Bloody Run - Asa Moore (consclidate and consider as one

allotment)

Jackson Mountain, Desert Valley and Blue Mountain
(consolidate and consider as one allotment)

Crowley Creek

Jordan Meadows
Paiute Meadows = Soldier Meadows (consolidate and consider
as one allotment)

william Stock
Little Owyhee

Happy Creek - Deer Creek (consolidate and consider as one

allotment)
Abel Creek

Buffalo - Antelope (consolidate and consider as one

allotment)
Willow Creek
UICI

Implement ‘at least a three pasture rest-rotation grazing system for:

[
LAY

Dyke Hot

Horse Creek and Little Horse Creek (consolidate and consider

as one allotment)

Fort McDermitt - Cordero with USGS and Vale BLM (consolidate

and consider as one allotment)
Eden Valley, Scott Springs and Golconda Butte (consolidate
and consider as one allotment)

Fort Scott
Singus
Mullinix
S0lid silver
Hanson Creek
Andorno
Rebel Creek
Flat Creek
Double H



RM 1.7 (RM 1.8) (continued)

Do not implement a grazing system on the Daveytown - Sod House or the Upper
= Lower Quinn River, McDermitt Creek, Old Gunnery Range and Gallagher Flat
allotments.

The species recommended by Watershed, Forestry, Wildlife, Wildlife Aquatic,
and Recreation are to be used as key species in the design and management
of grazing systems (W 4.1, F 1.4, WL 1.1, WLA 1.3, and R 6.3).

Forage increases, documented by studies, are to be allocated to livestock
forage where there is suspended nonuse, and wildlife where there is a
deficit in reasonable numbers forage demand, except in the Herd Management
Area where increases are to be allocated between wild horses, and wildlife,

Suggested treatment for grazing system design as identified in WLA 1.5 and
1.6, WL 1.1, WL 1.3, WL 1.4, WL 1.5, WL 1.11, WL 1.14, WL 1.19, WL 1.23 and
REC 2.5 will be given consideration in the design and implementation of
grazing systems.

Rationale

These allotments were identified as requiring 4 pasture systems because of
the physiological requirements of certain critical management species for
the management of identified ACECs.

These allotments were identified for 3 pasture systems to properly manage
the vegetative resources and improve watershed condition.

Where management or artificial treatments increase the available forage,
that forage should be allocated between the animals using and requiring the
forage. An allocation between wildlife and livestock would benefit
multipleuse. An allocation on the Herd Management Area would be betyeen
wild horses, wildlife and livestock. -

Support

All Specialists
Operations

Soil Survey

Fire Management
Water Right Filings

Multiple Use Analysis

Conflict

wWwildlife 1.1 Designate all crucial wildlife use areas as ACECS.

Wildlife 1.5 Improve the condition of meadow and riparian habitat for
wildlife.




RM 1.8 (continued)

Wildlife 1.11 Protect erucial wildlife use areas.

Wildlife 1.25 Improve approximately 2500 acres of waterfowl habitat
(fencing).

Wildlife 1.27 Fence Lyles Spring in the Montana Mountains and one unnamed
spring in the Slumbering Hills from livestock.

Wildlife Aquatic 1.1 Designate all riparian/stream areas as ACECs and
develop habitat management plans (fencing).

Wildlife Aquatic 1.13 Improve the water quality of streams, lakes and
reservoirs by using the State of Nevada Handbook on Best Management
Practices and complying with Nevada's Water Pollution Control Regulations

(fencing).
Recreation 6.3 Designate all riparian areas as ACECs.
Wilderness 1.4 Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness suitability. ;

Complement

Watershed 3.1 Reduce or eliminate accelerated erosion throughout the

planning area through the use of grazing management systems and wild horse
perd management plans.

The recommendation is consistent with Bureau multiple Use Programs and
policy.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

-

Reject the recommendation.

Rationale

The grazing systems for each allotment will be determined through aMP
development, revision, and the CRMD brocess. The Bureau representative in
the CRMP group should make sure that the information in thisg recommendation
is available to the CRMP committee.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) r

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . ¥

. Paradi ap=Danio Y

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity " 4

, Range Management 1.9 M

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference . !
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation: RM-1.9

Control insect infestations on public land. i

MFP

Rationale: _ ¥
The recommendation is technically feasible. 1

In certain allotments (refer to URA-.44 A.3. [6]), insects have g
become a serious problem. Unless populations are controlled, it is
assumed the problem will spread and become more serious.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS) is the responsible Federal agency in
charge of control measures. It is the policy of the Departments of :
Agriculture and Interior to cooperate on range pest control -
programs, when lands under jurisdiction of Interior are involved.

Certain insect populations, in particular grasshoppers, have reached
economically serious levels in portious of the planning area,
threatening destruction of agricultural crops. The grasshoppers
hatch on rangelands and move onto adjacent croplands if forage runs
short.

Through proper documentation (EARs, EISs) and coordination E?forts,
other resource values will be noted and protected.

The Paradise and Denio range URAs (refer to .44 A.3. [61),
jdentified specific allotments where grasshoppers and harvester ants
are a major problem. The volume of forage lost to both insects and
acres denuded by ants cannot be quantified. However, visual
observations indicate that it is substantial in some allotments.

Control of insects would improve range conditiom, trend, and permit
1ivestock to utilize forage that would normally be destroyed.

It is assumed that the social and economic effects would be
positive.

Support Needs

Coordination with APHIS and State Office personnel.

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

s bruscitons on rererse)

' Form 1600-21 (April 197%)
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RM 1,9

Multiple Use Recommendation

Control insect infestations on public land.
Rationale:

The recommendation is technically feasible.

In certain allotments (refer o URA=.44A.3. (6]), insects have become a
serious problem. Unless populations are controlled, it ig assumed the
problem will spread and become more serious.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture, Animal and Plant Health Inspection g
Service (APHIS) is the responsible Federal agency in charge of control

measures. It is the policy of the Departments of Agriculture and Interior

to cooperate on range pest control programs, when lands under jurisdiciton

of Interior are involved.

Certain insect populations, in particular grasshoppers, have reached
economically serious levels in portions of the planning area, threatening
destruction of agricultural crops. The grasshoppers hatch on rangelands
and move onto adjacent croplands if forage runs short.

Through proper documentation (EARS, EISs) and coordination efforts, other

. reésource valures will be noted and protected.

The Paradise and Denio range URAs (refer to .44 A.3. [6]1), identified
specific allotments where grasshoppers and harvester ants are a major
problem. The volume of forage lost to hoth insects and areas denuded by
ants cannot be quantified. However, visual observations indicate that it
is substantial in some allotments.

I
*a
-

Control of ingects would improve range condition, trend, and permit
livestock to utilize forage that would normally be destroyed.

It is assumed that the social and economic effects would be positive.
Support:
Coordination with APHIS and State Office personnel .

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Control economic ingect infestations on public lands when proper range
management procedures are ineffective, impractical, or not feagible.

Rationale

Through control of economic insect infestations followed by proper
adjustments of grazing pressures serious damage to the vegetative resource
can be avoided.




M 1.9

The environmental analysis process allows for proper mitigation or

identification of areas that should be avoided during controli procedures.

By adherence to stipulations develop in the EA process adverse impacts can

be avoided or mitigated.

Economic insect infestation is defined by the U.S.D.A. APHIS as follows:
GRASSHOPPERS - eight or more per square yard.

For crickets, the basis is behavior patterns. Three phases of behavior are
noted.

e Solitary phase (crickets are single) b

b. Intermediate phase - crickets are in high populations but in small
areas. Normally greater than 4/yad<.

Ce Gregarious phase ~ crickets land together and begin to march or
migrate in large numbers—-normally numbers are greater than 4/yd2.

b and ¢ above are considered economic infestation of crickets.




. UNITED STATES Name (MFP) !
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradigse-Denio )
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 —— Step 3 :

- Recommendation RM-1.10

Provide an adequate quantity and quality of water suff1c1ent to
MFP | maintain livestock requirements by:

1. Notification of federal use to the Nevada State Water Engineer.
2. Acquisition through state procedures when appropriate.
3. Purchase of water rights.

Rationale

Adequate quantity and quality of livestock water is a limiting factor
in most allotments within the MFP area.

It is assumed that the demand by other resource uses for water will
increase,

Adequate quantity and quality of water is needed for maintenance of
animals, implementation of grazing systems, proper distribution of
livestock, and for emergency purposes such as drought.

Adequate gquantity and quality of water would enhance range condltion
and trend for reasons stated in the above paragraph

No other alternatives were considered.

The recommendation would have both negative and positive social and
economic effects. This licensee is, of course, highly concerned that
livestock have adequate quantity and quality of water. Conversely,
the licensee and other Nevadans may react to the recommendation as
encroachment upon State's rights. Other resource users, such as
wildlife and recreation, would probably react favorably to the
recommendation.

Without water, the economics of grazing public land is very negative.

Support Needs

l. District Water Rights Specialist

2. Supreme Court decision regarding ownership of water.

. No_rf_:__ Attach additional sheets, if needed

-

WIS on rererse) " Form 1600=21 (April 1975)




RM 1.10

Multiple Use Recommendation )

Provide an adequéte quantity and quality of water sufficient to maintain
livestock requirements by: f

1. Notification of federal use to the Nevada State Water Engineer.
2. Acquisition through state procedures when appropriate.
3. Purchase of water rights.

No water development will be constructed, funded or approved on public
lands without legal and adequate control of water.

Rationale

Adequate quantity and quality of livestock water is a limiting factor in
most allotments within the MFP area.

It is assumed that the demand by other resource uses for water will
increase.

Adequate quantity and quality of water is needed for maintenance of
animals, implementation of grazing systems, proper distribution of :
livestock, and. for emergency purposes such as drought. ' :

. Adequate quantity and quality of water would enhance range condition and
trend for reasons stated in the above paragraph.

No other alternatives were considered. 1
The recommendation would have both negative and possitive social and
aconomic effects. This licensee is, of course, highly concerned that
livestock have adequate quantity and quality of water. conversely, the
licengsee and other Nevadans may react to the recommendation as encroachment
upon State's rights. Other resource users, such as wildlife and
recreation, would probably react favorably to the recommendation.

Without water, the economics of grazing public land is very negative.

SuEEort

1. District Water Rights Specialist

2. Supreme Court decision regarding ownership of water.
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RM 1.10

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Acquire sufficient water on public lands through permit, adjudication, or
purchase processes as provided by Federal and State Water Law or other
appropriate direction to support the uses of the public lands for wild
horses, wildlife, aquatic habitat, livestock, and recreation.

Rationale

Water is an integral and necessary part of all resource activity
requirements.

The legal right to water must be pursued in order to gain legal title to
the needed quantities.

Demands upon existing waters on public lands will increase. The Bureau

must ingure that needed quantities of acquired by appropriation, purchase,
or by other appropriate direction.

.



Paradise-Denio MFP IIT
Range Management 1.11

As Currently Wricten:

The lonz range objective of the grazing management program is to manage,
paintain, and iaprove the rang:land coaditions on the public lands. To
assist in meetiaz this goal and also comply with the direction and intent
of laws affecting the wmanagenent of livestock grazing on the public
rangelands, a selective management approach to livestock grazing will be
implenmented. To facilitiate the selactive managemeut approach, lands will )
be grouped according to the management neceds and potential for improvenent !
following consultation with interested groups and individuals through the

CRMP process.

Initially stocking levels will remain at current levels except where
agreements are reachoed with the livestock operators. These accepted ‘
jnitial stocking levels are based on current data, but will not preclude g
the future establishement of intensive grazing systems or other wanagement ’
practices that may be necessary to obtain proper management of the
rangeland resources. The following data represents the active preference
for each allotment. ' : :

Allotnent Name By Allotment Operators Active Preference
Abel Creek _ 2,025
Duarie Boggio T . _ 366 ;
David & Thomas Cassinelli ' . I - 51 :
Ferraro Cattle Company . . 805 i
Alder Creek 11,787 :
Alder Creek Ranch 11,787 ;
Knott Creek Allotment - 6,032 i
Richard Drake _ _ _ 6,032 ¢ ‘
Bloody Run—Asa Moore 1,796 f
Mrs. George Miller 1,213 i
Steve Lucas 583 i
. |
Buffalo—Antelope 901 :
Buffalo Ranch . 338 ]
Woodrow Eriksen 563 %
. E
_ Bullhead L . 5,271 :
Nevada First Corporation _ 5,271
Crowley Creck 2,856
Buffalo Ranch ' 2,856
Double H 1,687
Johin MeErquiaga 1,687

. Dyke lot 1,630
w4 Rab & Della Wuffer ‘ - .. 1,630
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Allotrent Nome By Allotment Operators

Eden Volley—-Scott Sprine-Golconda Butte
7 i g
Jack fulleavblder
Stavwr Lucas

Glena Tipton

Tlat Creek
E. K. Ranches

Fort McDermitt-Cordero
Fort McDermitt Stockmen's Association

Fort Scott
Lewis & Ruby Miller

Hansen Creek
Lewis & Ruby Miller

Happy Creek-Deer Creek
John & Helen Cator
Jule Delong

Horse Creek-Little Horse Creck
Frank McErquiaga
Henry McErquiaga

Humboldt Valley—Sand Dunes~Sand Pass
DeLong Ranches
T Quarter Circle
Hunmboldt Valley Ranches
E. D, and J. Thacker, Jr.
Tharalson and Duncan
Stanley Daniels
Malvin & Hazel Pedroli

Jackson Mountains-Dasert Valley-Blue Mountain

DeLonz Ranches, Inc.
Laura McKernan

Jordan Maadows
John Falen

Kings River

Bengoa Ranching Company

Little Cwyhee
charley and Garley Amos
Novada First Corporation

Mullinix
hatold K. Bongio

Oerroud-iven Poing
do CHiobs Guristison

™

Dasarn acach

Active Preference

4,137
2,629

419
1,089

2,678

2,387

2,387
320
320

96
96

4,478
754
3,724

4,973
4,449
524

9,021

(Exchangéﬂof-use only)

6,944
238
60
1,228
183
368

18,175
16,579
1,596

10,262
10,262

12,192
12,192

31,872
12,000
19,872

133
133

L6, 627
2,435
l,t!Uf)

-




Allotment Nara Dy allotmeat Operators Active Prefcrence
-~ * Paiute Meadows 7,827
( ’3 Paiute leadows Ranch _ 7,827
Pine Forest 9,700 ﬁ
Pine Forest Land and Livestock Company 9,700 )
. &
{
Rebel Creek 1,000 !
Rebel Creck Ranch 1,000 J
Singus _ 261 | ﬁ
Lyman Schwartz 261 f
Solid Silver ' | 239 o
. Fred E. Buckingham 239 : i
U.C.- _ 3,789
John Falen 3,789 f
Wilder Bilk S 17,409 |
pufurrena Sheep Company . 3,430 ?
Quinn River Raach, Inc. ' ‘ 13,887
Walter & Mary Waldkrich ' 102
William Stock : | 5,907
Steve Lucas : 5,907
Willow Creek : : S 1,231
E. K. Ranches _ ‘ 1,231
Daveytown-Sod House 5,547
John Falen 5,547
Gallagher Flat ] _ _ 520 ¢ )
John McErquiaga 520 : . ’
Uppexr Quinn River-Lower Quinn River 900
Paragicn & Miller - 237
woodrow Eriksen ) 227
N. J. Ranches, Inc, 303
E. K. Ranches . 72
~ Buffalo Ranch 61
. Grassy Basin . 326
Marvin Casey ) 326
Holloway Mountain 780
Nynn & Connie lendricks _ _ 780

@
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Allotrent Name P sllotnent Operators

Mederuicl Creck
Wilkinson Ranch

Butterilk
Grant & Mahkel Johnson
Robert MachDiarmid
Carlo J. Recanzone
Seven H L Ranch
Janes W. Wallace

Chimney Creel:
Victor Anderson

Coyote Hills
Daniel & Satmye Ugalde

Granite
Kenneth Buckingham
Fred E. Buckingham

Hot Springs Peak
Stanley & Janice Klauman

Indian Creek
Forrest Bell

Long Canyon
Frey & Sons, Inc.

Paradise Hill
Mrs. Gegrge Miller
Steve Lucas
Triple T Cattle Company

Pole Creek
E. K. Ranches

Pueblo MHountain
William P. & Ruth Moser

Spring Creek
Barnen Cattle Company

Sugarloaf
Robert & Ruby Thomas

Washburn
Mentaberry HBrothers

Eleven Mile Flat
illison Ranching Company

Active Prefornnce

168
188

2,733
900
332
208
7541
352

460
460

2,397
2,397

216
108
108

1,770
1,770

250
250

1,697
1,697

2,293
685
273
1,335

2,375
2,375

1,656
1,656

2,098
2,093

600
600

-
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Allotm2nt lame By Allotment Operators Active Preforence
Quinn 2iser 447
Cilrs. Jeanne Nouque 447
Sand Eills . 255
Wrina Hendricoks " 255
South Fork _ 360
Marvia Casey ) 360
Tall Curral i} 623
Hanmond Ranches, Inc. 623
Twenty-five | i 1,054
Twenty-five Corporation 1,054
White House E ' . 156
Ellison Ranching Company 156
Zimmernan - _ 2,093
Evan A, Zimmerman 2,093
Jakes Creek 1,610
Hammond Ranches, Inc. _ _ 413
Ellison Ranching Company 987
Kenneth R. Buckingham 210
Owyhee LOregonj ' - 892
Fort MeDermitt Stockmen's Association . 892

Active preference as used in this document is synonymous with authorized
grazing use.. They are total preference minus suspended noause. )

)
L
-

Chahye To:

——a

The decision will remaia as originally written.
Rationale:

The District Manager has accepted the U.C. CRMP plan. That plan
astablishes that the starting point for the U.C. Allotment 1s 5,228 AUMs
(associated with the public lands). This does not change the active
preference from 3,789 AUMs at this time. A change 1in active preference
will be made by a formal District Manager's Decision prior to the 1983
agrazing season., Surcau policy requires that a Range Progran Summary be
issued prior to the issuance of range decisions. Tais allows intervestad
sublics to obtain iaformation on the range decisions to be nade {n advance
of their issuance. The Range Program Summary is scheduled to be issued in
Vecenher 1982, After the Distriet Muinaner's Dectsion chanying the active
araererercee on the U.C. altlotment is Lssued chea the MFP will be updated,



The increase in AUMs from 3,789 to 3,228 is cased on an IBLA decision of
July 9, 1980, 1In 1967 and 1963 the Threemile Field and Eightmile Seeding
were implemented. Neither of these seedings were ever rated nor was there
any additlonal preference allowed for these seedings. District studies
show that the 5,228 AUMs is available.

The CRMP plan establishes the long range objectives for the U.C. Allotment
as 7,500 AUMs (6,300 AUMs associated with public lands and 1,200 AUMs
associated with private land). .

Those portions of the lLittle Owyhee and Bullhead Allotments within the Elko
District that are administered by the Winnemucca District will be addressed

in the Elko District MFP. The active preference will be set by the Elko
District, .

The Eden Valley, Scott Springs, and Golconda Butte Allotments were
adjudicated in the 1960s. The Winnemucca District MFP does not change that
ad judication. The starting point for these allotments will be the active
preference established by the 1960s ad judication. Any change would be
based on monitoring as outlined in Range Management Decision 1.1.

Persons—Organizations That Have Protested This Decision:

Gary A. Thrasher, DVM, Nevada First Corporation, Winnemucca, Nevada.

-




MFP 11l

m il
DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION
LIVESTOCK GRAZING ]
, The long range objective of the grazing management program is to manage, - 1

i maintain, and improve the rangeland conditions on the public lands. To

' assist in meeting this goal and also comply with the direction and intent
of laws affecting the management of livestock grazing on the public
rangelands, a selective management approach to livestock grazing will be
implemented. To facilitiate the selective management approach, lands will
be grouped according to the management needs and potential for improvement
following consultation with interested groups and individuals through the
CRMP process.

Initially stocking levels will remain at current levels except where
agreements are reached with the livestock operators. These accepted
initial stocking levels are based on current data, but will not preclude
the future establishement of intensive grazing systems or other management
practices that may be necessary to obtain proper management of the
rangeland resources. The following data represents the active preference
for each allotment.

Allotment Name By Allotment Operators Active Preference
Abel Creek 2,025 :
Duane Boggio 366 ;
David & Thomas Cassinelli 854 ‘
S .Ferraro Cattle Company - 805 E
. Alder Creek 11,787
Alder Creek Ranch : 11,787 ;
Knott Creek Allotment 6,032
Richard Drake 6,032 -
1
l Bloody Run—Asa Moore 1,796 ;
Mrs. George Miller 1,213 §
! Steve Lucas 583
‘ Buffalo~Antelope 901 §
Buffalo Ranch 338 i
Woodrow Eriksen 563 :
Bullhead 5,271 |
i Nevada First Corporation 5,271
% Crowley Creek 2,856
Buffalo Ranch 2,856
Double H 1,687
John McErquiaga 1,687
Dyke Hot 1,636

D Rob & Delia Nuffer 1,636




Allotment Name By Allotment Operators

Active Preference

Eden Valley-Scott Spring=~Goleconda Butte 4,137
Jack Fullenwider 2,629
Steve Lucas 419
Glenn Tipton 1,089

Flat Creek 2,678
E. K. Ranches 2,678

Fort McDermitt—Cordero 2,387
Fort MeDermitt Stockmen's Association 2,387

Fort Scott 320
Lewis & Ruby Miller 320

Hansen Creek 96
Lewis & Ruby Miller 96

Happy Creek—Deer Creek 4,478
John & Helen Cator 754
Jule Delong 3,724

Horse Creek-Little Horse Creek 4,973
Frank McErquiaga 4,449
Henry McErquiaga 524

Humboldt Valley-Sand Dunes—Sand Pass 9,021
DeLong Ranches (Exchange—of~use only)
T Quarter Circle 6,944
Humboldt Valley Ranches 238
E.D. and J. Thacker, Jr. 60
Tharalson and Duncan 1,228
Stanley Daniels 183
Malvin & Hazel Pedroli 368

Jackson Mountains=Desert Valley~Blue Mountain 18,175
DeLong Ranches, Inc. 16,579
Laura McKernan 1,596

Jordan Meadows 10,262
John Falen 10,262

Kings River 12,192
Bengoa Ranching Company 12,192

Little Owyhee 31,872
Charley and Garley Amos 12,000
Nevada First Corporation 19,872

Mullinix 133
Harold K. Boggio 133

Osgood—-Iron Point 4,627
Jo Hibbs Christison 2,435

Pinson Ranch

1,605

.




‘ Allotment Name By Allotment Operators Active Preference
Paiute Meadows 7,827
Paiute Meadows Ranch 7,827
Pine Forest 9,700 :
Pine Forest Land and Livestock Company 9,700 '
Rebel Creek 1,000 w
Rebel Creek Ranch 1,000 ﬁ
Singus 261 E
Lyman Schwartz 261 i
Solid Silver 239 .
Fred E. Buckingham 239 .
U.C. 3,789
John Falen 3,789 ﬁ
I
Wilder Bilk 17,409
Dufurrena Sheep Company 3,430 {
Quinn River Ranch, Inc. 13,887 :
Walter & Mary Waldkrich 102 ?
- - ;
William Stock 5,907 é
Steve Lucas 5,907 |
Willow Creek 1,231
E.XK. RanC.hes 1’231 ‘
Daveytown-Sod House 5,547 e 1
John Falen 5,547 ]
Gallagher Flat 520 !
John McErquiaga 520
Upper Quinn River-Lower Quinn River 900
Paragien & Miller 237 ;
| Woodrow Eriksen 227 :
| N.J. Ranches, Inc. 303
‘ E.K. Ranches 72
I Buffalo Ranch 61
Grassy Basin 326
Marvin Casey 326
Holloway Mountain 780
Wynn & Connle Hendricks 780




Allotment Name By Allotment Operators

McDermitt Creek
Wilkinson Ranch

Buttermilk
Grant & Mabel Johnson
Robert MacDiarmid
Carlo J. Recanzone
Seven H L Ranch
James W. Wallace

Chimney Creek
Victor Anderson

Coyote Hills
Daniel & Sammye Ugalde

Granite
Kenneth Buckingham
Fred E. Buckingham
Hot Springs Peak
Stanley & Janice Klauman

Indian Creek
Forrest Bell

Long Canyon
Frey & Somns, Inc.

Paradise Hill
Mrs. George Miller
Steve Lucas
Triple T Cattle Company

Pole Creek
E.K. Ranches

Pueblo Mountain
William P. & Ruth Moser

Spring Creek
Barnen Cattle Company

Sugarloaf
Robert & Ruby Thomas

Washburn
Mentaberry Brothers

Eleven Mile Flat
Ellison Ranching Company

Active Preference

188
188

2,733
900
332
208
741
552

460
460

2,397
2,397

216
108
108
1,770
1,770

- 250
250

1,697
1,697

2,293
685
273

1,335

2,375
2,375

1,656
1,656

2,098
2,098

600
600

1,601
1,601

1,542
1,542

o




: Allotment Name By Allotment Operators Active Preference 0
Quinn River 447 !
! Mrs. Jeanne Nouque 447
|
| Sand Hills 255 i:f
; Wynn Hendricks 255 )
! South Fork 360 )
| Marvin Casey 360 ﬁ
i
| Tall Corral 623 i
| Hammond Ranches, Inc. 623 "
i Twenty-five ' 1,054 h
i Twenty-five Corporation 1,054 '
| White House 156
Ellison Ranching Company 156 i
H:
Zimmerman 2,093 @
Evan A. Zimmerman 2,093 i
Jakes Creek 1,610 :
, Hammond Ranches, Inc. 413 {
- Ellison Ranching Company 987 |
Kenneth R. Buckingham 210
| Owyhee (Oregon) 892 |
Fort McDermitt Stockmen's Association 892

-

Active preference as used in this document is synonymous with authorized
grazing use. They are total preference minus suspended nonuse.
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DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Divide the Alder Creek Allotment into two individual allotments~~the Knott
Creek Allotment and the Alder Creek Allotment--as shown on the attached
map -

Rationale

This allotment is presently used by two permittees—--the Knott Creek Ranch
and the Alder Creek Ranch. Each of these users run on approximately half
of the unit. There is at present two Separate grazing systems on the
alilotment and it is logical to put in a boundary fence between them and
make them separate allotments. This action would resolve a difficult

i adm;nistrative problem and benefit riparian, fisheries, watershed,

i livestock, and wildlife resources.
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(= UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
M d DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
emoran um BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | ewpLy REFER TO

6500/4410-11

. (NV-026.5)
AN

‘ To . District Manager, Winnemucca Date: July 21, 1988
Area Manager, Paradise-Denio R.A.
FROM . Carl J. Corey, wildlife Mgt. Blologlst

SUBJECT * Land Use Plan Maintenance = Alder Creek — Knott Creek Allotments

The land use plan decision RM 1.12 separated the Alder Creek allotment into
the Alder Creek and Knott Creek allotments, but overlooked the division of big
game reasonable aumber AUMs between the tWO allotmentS. After evaluation and
calculation of blg game use areas and existing aumbers for 1986-87, it is
recommended that the following division of AUMs be established for the two
allotments.

Species Alder Creek Knott Creek Total
Mule deer 1,311 414 1,725
pPronghorn 247 145 392
Bighorn sheep 207 112 319
Elk 253 131 384

This division of AUMs was calculated using public acres within designated use
areas to obtain 2 percentage in both allotments. In addition, estimated
forage for 1986-87 was used to obtain an additional percentage for both mule
deer and pronghorn for each allotment. A summary table displaying these
calculations follows!

1986-37
acres of AUM Forage
Allotment Species Use Aceas z Demand %
Alder Creek Mule deer 78,765 77 4,876 75
Pronghorn 99,654 63 368 63
Bighorn sheep 56,972 65
Elk 59,994 66
Knott Creek Mule deer 24,030 23 1,598 25
Pronghorn 58,011 37 219 37
Bighorn sheep 30,772 35

Elk 31,453 34




—_ﬂ

Therefore, to come up with the AUM figures for each allotment, the percentages
indicated below where used:

. Alder Cr. Allotment Knott Creek Allotment
Mule Deer 76 24
Pronghorn 63 37
Bighorn sheep 65 : 35
Elk 66 34

This memorandum seeks to update the Resource Area's Land Use Planning document
and will serve as such if concurred and approved below.

Prepared by: Ccuj /d,? gf éﬂé y
I concur: L/[%a/{éﬂ,// / Y vs BB

v.i)ronment “Goordinator Date ”

8-8-88

ﬁi’adise—benio AresX anager Date

F-2FF

District M’ ager, WW ca Date

Approved:
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‘. DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION
|
i

Accept and implement as funding becomes available the coordinated
management plans developed by the Winnemucca CERMP committee for the U.C.
Allotment, the Little Owyhee Allotment, and the Bullhead Allotment.

Rationale

The Winnemucca CRMP committee has developed a coordinated management plans
for each of these allotments. The pPlans have had input from environmental,
wild horse and burro, livestock, wildlife, and many other interests. The
plans fully meet all of the Bureau's procedure and policy requirements and
have developed a management scheme that appears to be the best that can
possibly be developed at this time.

| The proposed range improvements in the plans are necessary for full
implementation of them. However, these improvements are based on need and
have no standing with the budgeting process and the subsequent
appropriation of funds by the Congress. Some contributed funds may be
necessary for full implementation of these plans.




- United States Department of the Interior-

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
705 East 4th Street

Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

IN REPLY 4 190 ) )

. RerErRTO: (N-026) : _ b

' September 9, 1982 %

_ _ ;
i !
| i
| i
!

| Nevada First Corporation PR i
' Attention: Gary Thrasher ' j
620 Melarkey Street R . g
P. 0. Box N : ﬁ
Winnemucca, NV 89445 ‘ )

. -4
Dear Mr. Thrasher: :

This letter serves to confirm that the Winnemucea District Managar has J
made a decision in the Paradise~Denio MFP III that accepts and imple-
ments, as fundihg becomes available, the U.C. CRMP plan.

This letter also confirms that the initial starting point for the U.cC.
Allotment is 5228 AUMs (associated with the public lands). The long
range allotment management objectives as stated in the CRMP plan is

; ‘fo graze 7500 AMs (6300 AUMs associated with public lands and 1200
. AUMs associated with private land. The acceptance of the CRMP plan

for the U.C. Allotment Supersedes other U.C. Allotment decisions
addressed in the MFP IIT.

-Since;ely yours, -
ary :

Robert J.
Acting District Manager

ce: ' C o E
N.J. Ranches, Inec.

Attention: Larry Hill
Rebel Creek Ranch
Orovada, NV 89425




Allotment: Abel Creek

Long~range Allotment Management QObjectives:

1.

2.

3.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 420 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 2,025 livestock AUMsS (active preference)

Duane Boggio 366 AUMs
David & Thomas Cassinelli 854 AUMs
Ferraro Cattle Company 805 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Abel Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.

6
7.
8.
9.
10.

100% of the allotment is in poor or fair condition.
The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.
Deer use in the spring.

" Sage grouse strutting grounds.
. The lower portions of Wash 0'Neill and Stonehouse Creeks are in a

degraded condition.

Present grazing management is not meeting resource objectives.
Range improvements are inadequate.

Riparian and meadow habitat is declining.

Range improvements are not adequately maintained.

Ground squirrels and rabbits in seedings.

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5'
6.
7

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian and aquatic habitat




Allotment: Andorno
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2a Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 75 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 12 AUMs

3. Graze 873 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Paragien and Miller Cattle Company = 873 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Andorno Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below,
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 82% of the allotment is in poor condition.

2. Trend on the allotment is downward,

3. Wildlife habitat is declining. There is a winter deer concentration
area on the allotment.

4. Riparian areas are degrading.

Se Stocking rate.

6. Season~of-~use.

7. Present grazing system is not meeting resource objectives.

8. Livestock distribution.

9. Ground squirrels.

Allotment monitoring will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

G Wildlife habitat

7 Riparian habitat




e

Allotment: Antelope

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1'

3.

Graze 0 wild horges and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 75 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 2 AUMs

Graze 563 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Woodrow Eriksen - 563 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Antelope Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

62% of the allotment is in poor condition.

38% is in fair condition.

The allotment trend is downward.

Deer concentration area on the allotment. High spring deer use.
Antelope Creek and McConnell Creek are degraded.

Water quality is low in McConnell Creek.

The present AMP is not meeting the management objective.

Present range improvements are inadequate.

Excessive ground squirrel problem.

History of grazing trespass.

Repeated fires.

Stocking rate. "t
Season=of-use.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7

Ecologigal site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Water quality




Allotment: Alder Creek
P Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 41 burros.
McGee Mountains Herd Use Area - 0 horses and 41 burros.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 1,725 AUMs (Same as Knott Creek)

Antelope 392 AUMs J
Bighorn sheep 319 AUMs i
Elk 384 AUMs

3. Graze 11,787 livestock AUMs (active preference) k
Alder Creek Ranch - 11,787 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Alder Creek Allotment through the Bureau's pPlanning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 87% of the allotment is in poor condition.
2. Trend is down on portions of the allotment.
3. Riparian and aspen habitat is declining,

4. Recreational use around Blue Lakes.

b 5. Water quality.
| 6. Present management not meeting all of the management objectives.
7. Stocking rate.
8. Season=-of-use.
9. Range improvements are inadequate.
10. Poisonous plants = Astragalus spp.
11. Mining activity TR,

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Riparian and aspen habitat

7. Water quality

8. Recreational use




Allotment: Asa Moore

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1'

3.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 30 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 583 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Steve Lucas - 583 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Asa Moore Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

95% of the allotment is in poor condition.

Allotment trend is downward.

Riparian habitat is declining.

Present management practices are not meeting resource objectives.
Season-of-use.

Stocking level.

Livestock drift between allotments

Deer winter use.

Wild horses.

Ground squirrels.

Livestock distribution. e

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
S5
6.
7

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian habitat

Wildlife habitat




Allotment: Bloody Run

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

3.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numberszs of wildlife:

Deer 195 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,613 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Mrs. George Miller 1,213 AUMs
T Quarter Cirele 400 AUMg

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Bloody Run Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2

91% of the allotment is in poor condition.
Allotment trend is downward.

not meet allotment objectives,

7.

8.
9.

Range improvements are inadequate. Need to rehabilitate seeding and
develop more water facilities. '
Current herbivore grazing use.

Season-of-use

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

-_

Ecological site condition and trend "
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian areas

Rebel Creek

Wildlife

Wild horses




Allotment: Blue Mountain

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 30 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 4,313 livestock AUMs (active preferencea)

DeLong Ranches, Inc. = 4,313 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Blue Mountain Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.

5.

‘6.

7.
8.
9.
10.

31% of the allotment is in fair condition.

30% of the allotment is in poor condition.

The allotment is in the checkerboard area.

Soil erosion is evident in the drainages and on the alluvial fans of
Blue Mountain. )

Additional water developments are needed.

Maintenance of existing projects has not been adequate.
Livestock distribution.

Stocking rate.

Livestock drift.

Season-of-use.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wild horses

T and E plants

Soil erosion




Allotment: Buffalo
. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros. ﬁ
No wild horses or burros on the allotment. f

5 2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife: [
' |

‘ Deer 75 AUMs g
Antelope 0 AUMs ) i
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs i

3. Graze 338 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Buffalo Ranch = 338 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Buffalo Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 74% of the allotment is in poor condition.
26% of the allotment is in fair condition,

2. Trend on the allotment is downward.
3. Deer concentrate on the allotment in the spring.

R 4. Pine and Falls Creeks are degraded.

| 5. The private land within the allotment is not owned by the permittee.
6. Present AMP is not meeting management objectives—--needs revision.
7. Excessive ground squirrels. :
8. Range improvements are inadequate. ;
9. Season-of-use. !
10. Stocking rate. ) !

-~

Allotment meonitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend H
2. Actual use i
3. Climate 1
4. Range utilization F
S5 Project maintenance ‘
6. Riparian and aquatic habitat j
7. wWildlife habitat I




I
1
’ Allotment: Bullhead

'". Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 50 wild horses and 0 burros.
Owyhee=Bullhead Herd Use Area - 50 horses and 0 burros

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 105 AUMs |
Antelope 0 AUMs '
Bighorn sheep 190 AUMs

3. Graze 12,050 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Nevada First Corporation - 5,271 AUMs Winnemucca District
6,779 AUMs Elko District

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Bullhead Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 20% of the allotment is in poor or fair condition.
2. The majority of the allotment is in a static or downward trend.
i 3. Aspen and riparian areas are in poor and declining condition,
L - 4. Aquatic habitats of the South Fork of the Little Humboldt River,
k. First, Snowstorm, Pole, Kinney, and Kelly Creeks are deteriorating.
. Se Increasing wild horse populations.
6. Lahontan cutthroat trout.
7 Poor water quality.
8. Pregsent grazing management is not meeting resource objectives.
9. Water distribution.
‘ 10. Wild horses. .
i 11. History of grazing trespass.

.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2, Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance %
6. Aspen i
7. Riparian and aquatic habitat i
8. Wild horses m
9. Water quality
10. Wildlife habitat ;

?*i .
-




Allotment: Buttermilk

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 300 AUMs
Antelope 12 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 2,733 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Loui Cerri 900 AUMs
Robert MacDiarmid 332 AUMs
Carlo Recanzone 208 AlMs
Seven H~-L Ranch 741 AUMs
James Wallace 552 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Buttermilk Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
B
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

37% of the allotment is in poor condition.

62% of the allotment is in fair condition, .

Allotment trend is down.

Deer winter and spring concentration area and migration routes.
Sage grouse strutting grouinds and wintering area.

Riparian habitat in Martin Creek is degrading.

Present management is not meeting objectives. )
Range improvements are inadequate. .
Ground squirrels in seedings.

Season-~of-use.,

Livestock distribution.

Stocking rate,

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.
6.
7.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian habitat




; o Allotment: Chimney Creek
;--; . Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. Te Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife: i

Antelope 0 AUMs i
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs "

Deer 75 AUMs
3. Graze 460 livestock AUMs (active preference) §
|

Victor Anderson - 460 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Chimney Creek Allotment through the Bureau's Planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 85% of the allotment is in poor or fair condition. _
2. The majority of the allotment is in static or downward trend. ‘
3. Deer spring and winter use. i
4. Chimney Creek is degraded.

5. AMP is not meeting management objectives.

{ i 6. Range improvements are inadequate, :
. 7. Ground squirrels. 4

Allotment monitoring plan will include: j

Te Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7 Riparian and aquatic habitat

-




Allotment: Cordero

Long=range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 189 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Fort McDermitt Stockmen's Association = 189 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Cordero Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

100% of the allotment is in poor condition.
Allotment trend is downward.

Unauthorized horse use.

Season-of-use,

Stocking rate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend

Actual use

Climate

Range utilization ¢
Project maintenance




Allotment: Coyote Hills
f;:}: Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1a Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 100 AUMs i
Antelope 24 AUMs 1
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs l

3. Graze 2,397 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Daniel and Sammye Ugalde = 2,397 AUMs
Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the

Coyote Hills Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems. i’

1. 73% of the allotment is in poor condition.
27% of the allotment is in fair condition.
2. Much of the allotment is in a downward trend.
3. Yearlong deer use.
o 4. Sage grouse strutting and brooding grounds.
f\. 5. Riparian areas and drainages show signs of degradation.
6. Present AMP is not meeting management objectives.
7. Range improvements are inadequate.
8. Livestock distribution.
9. Stocking rate.
10. Season=-of-use. .
11. Mining activity. :

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

G Wwildlife habitat

7. Riparian habitat

=T




I

Allotment: Crow Creek

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 27 AUMs
Antelope 6 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 6886 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Ed Casey - 686 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Crow Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Allotment condition is poor to fair.
Allotment trend is static.

Riparian and meadow habitat is deteriorating.
Season-of-use.

Stocking rate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend

Actual usge

Climate

Range utilization .
Project maintenance




Allotment: Crowley Creek
Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 58 AUMs
Antelope 24 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 2,856 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Buffalo Ranch - 2,856 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Crowley Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 40% of the allotment is in poor condition.
36% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. Lyle Spring Meadow is in poor condition.

3. Riparian and aquatic habitat along Crowley Creek has been severely
damaged.

4. Uranium prospecting.

5e Water quality is poor in Crowley and Calavera Creeks.

6 Existing AMP needs revigion.

7o Livestock distribution.

8. Range improvements are inadequate.

9. Stocking rate.

10. Season-of-use. e

-~

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6e Riparian and aquatic habitat

e Water quality



Allotment: Daveytown
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
The Herd Use Area is in checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable‘numbers of wildlife:

Deer 45 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 5,165 livestock AUMs (active preference)

John Falen 5,149 AUMs
Frank McErquiaga 16 AUMg

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Daveytown Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 91% of the allotment is in poor condition.
9% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. Most of the allotment is in a downward or static trend.

3. Deer yearlong use.

4. Wild horses.

5a Checkerboard land ownership.

6. Use of livestock waters for mining purposes.

7. Livestock distribution.

8. Present grazing management is inadequate.

9. Range improvements are inadequate.,

10. Halogeton.

11. Poor maintenance of range improvements.

12. Stocking rate.

13. Mining .

14, Livestock drift.

s

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1 Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

G Wildlife habitat

7. Wild horses




Allotment: Deer Creek
1' Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 20 wild horses and 0 burros. !
‘ Jackson Mountains Herd Use Area - 20 wild horses and 0 burros.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife: ]

Deer 112 AUMs K
Antelope 0 AUMg i
Bighorn sheep 58 AUMs J

3. Graze 754 livestock AUMs (active preference)
John and Helen Cator - 754 AUMs
Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the

Deer Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 100% of the allotment is in poor condition. 4

2. Productive potential of the allotment is low.

3. The majority of the allotment has a static or downward trend. f

4. Deer winter and summer use. J
L S. . Sage grouse. . . ﬁ
f 6. Major drainages show signs of deterioration. ' . f
. 7 Present management is not meeting objectives. i

2. Range improvements are inadequate. f

9. Livestock drift.

10. Maintenance of range improvements is inadequate.

11. Season-of-use.

12. Stocking rate. .

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include: 1

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6 Wildlife habitat




AMllotment: Desert Valley
< Long—rangé Allotment Management'Objeétives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 73 AUMs 4
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 34 AUMs

3. Graze 1,596 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Laura McKernan = 1,596 AUMs N

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Desert Valley Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems. ﬂ

1. 100% of the allotment is in poor condition.
2. The majority of the allotment has low productive potential.
3. Allotment trend is down.
4. Deer summer and winter use.
‘ Se. Willow Creek is in poor condition.
' . 6. A small wild horse population is on the allotment.
. 7. Season-of-use. '
8. Stocking rate,
9. Livestock distribution.
10. Existing range improvements are inadequate.
11. The size and terrain of this allotment prohibit intensive ]
management . "t
12. Riparian and meadow habitat is declining.
13. Livestock drift.

P

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

Ge Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian and aquatic habitat

8. Wild horses




Allotment: Double H

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 75 AUMs
Antelope 22 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 65 AUMs

Graze 1,687 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Grace McErquiaga - 1,687 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Double H Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7
8.
9.
10.

0% of the allotment is in poor condition.
Allotment trend is down.

Wildlife habitat is declining.

Livestock distribution.

Riparian areas are in poor condition.

Range improvements are inadeguate.
Season-~of-use.

Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.
Stocking rate.

Mining.

.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian habitat




Allotment: Dyke Hot
- Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlifa:

i
I
|
|
|
!
:
i

Deer 1,075 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 1,636 livestock AUMs (active preference) ]

Rob Nuffer -~ 1,636 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Dyke Hot Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below,
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 86% of the allotment is in poor condition. i
13% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. Allotment trend is downward on slopes accessible to livestock.

3. Spring and winter deer concentration area.

4. High erosion on Upper and Lower Pass Creeks. : %

5. Livestock distribution.

6. Riparian areas are deteriorating.

7. Range improvements are inadequate. :

8. Stocking rate. :

2. Season~of-usge.

10. Cultural sites.

s

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

Se Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian habitat




Allotment: Eden Valley
. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros. !
Allotment is checkerboard land. f

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

| Deer 240 AUMs -
Antelope 0 AUMs '
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 2,629 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Jack Fullenwider - 2,629 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Eden Valley Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 41% of the allotment is in poor condition.
59% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. Allotment trend is static.

3. Deer winter and summer use. i

; f
g, 4. Meadows, riparian areas, and major drainages show signs of i
( deterioration. ﬁ

5. Wild horses. ﬁ

6. Checkerboard land ownership. "

T Past mining activities have denuded considerable acreage.

8. Pregsent grazing management is not meeting long range resource
objectives.

9. Range improvements are inadequate.

10. ©Season-of-use.

11+ Stocking rate.

12. Livestock distribution.

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend .
2. Actual use 2
3. Climate

4, Range utilization
5. Project maintenance
6. Wildlife habitat iy
7 Riparian habitat
8. Wild horses

ZT I
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Allotment: Eleven Mile Flat

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horsgs and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,542 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Ellison Ranching Co. =- 1,542 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Eleven Mile Flat Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below., CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

100% of the allotment is in poor condition.
Allotment trend is downward.

Freezing of water developments during winter.
Livestock drift.

Season=-of-use.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend

Actual usge

Climate

Range wutilization nE
Project maintenance




Allotment: Flat Creek
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 195 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 2,678 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Kenneth Earp - 2,678 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have bheen identified on the
Flat Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 31% of the allotment is in poor condition.

2. Allotment trend is downward.

3. Riparian and meadow habitat is deteriorating.

4, Wildlife habitat is in fair-poor condition,

5. S0il erosion is evident.

6+ Water quality is poor.

7 Range improvements are inadequate.

8. Grass tetany associated with crested wheatgrass seedings.
9. Ground squirrels.

10. . Season-of-use.

11. AMP is not meeting resource objectives. .
12. Stocking rate. .
13. TInadequate maintenance of range improvements

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

Se Project maintenance

6. Riparian habitat

7. Wildlife habitat

8. Water quality




Allotment: Fort McDermitt
- Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
j No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

! Deer 63 AUMs
Antelope 30 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 2,149 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Fort McDermitt Stockmen's Association = 2,149 AUMs }

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Fort McDermitt Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below., CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 32% of the allotment is in poor condition.

68% of the allotment is in fair condition. %

2. Trend on the allotment is down on the native range.

3. Wildlife habitat is deteriorating. i

QL 4. Water quality is poor. i
p 5. Intermingled Indian Reservation and public land. : i

6. Livestock distribution. i
7.. Season-of-use. 4
8. Stocking rate.

9. Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.
10. History of grazing trespass.

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use
| 3. Climate
| 4. Range utilization
' Se Project maintenance
6. Wildlife habitat
T» Water quality




Allotment: Fort Scott

Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 90 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMsg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 320 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Lewis and Ruby Miller - 320 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Fort Scott Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

84% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.
3. Sage grouse.

4, Deer winter and spring use.

Se Riparian and aquatic areas are in a degraded condition.
6. The existing AMP is not meeting resource objectives,

7 Stocking rate.

3. Season-of-use,

9. Livestock waters are inadequate.

10. Ground squirrels in seedings,

Allotment monitoring plan will include: g
1. Ecological site condition and trend

2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian and aquatic habitat




Allotment: Gallagher Flat

Long-~range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighern sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,720 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Grace McErquiaga 520 AUMs
Frank McErguiaga 1,200 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Gallagher Flat Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2,
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.

100% of the allotment is in poor condition.

Trend on the allotment is downward.

Vegetative potential is poor.

Implementation of intensive grazing management would not be cost
effective.

Present management is not meeting resource objectives.
Seagon—-of-use.

Livestock distribution.

Stocking rate.

s

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3‘
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance




Allotment: Golconda Butte

Long=-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1-

2.

3.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,089 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Glen Tipton - 1,089 AUMs

Specific¢ problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Golconda Butte Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listeqd
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

55% of the allotment is in poor condition.

45% of the allotment is in fair condition.

S0il conditions are fair-poor on much of the allotment.

The trend is static or downward.

Range improvements are inadequate.

Mixed land status and ownership prohibits intensive management.
Riparian habitat is declining.

Wild horses.

Season-of-use.

Stocking rate.

Livestock distribution

Season-of-use. R,

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

P e e




Allotment: Granite

long~range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 20 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 216 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Kenneth Buckingham 108 AUMs
Fred E. Buckingham 108 AUMg

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Granite Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1'

2.
3.
4.
5e
6.
7
8.
9.
10.

11.
12.

65% of the allotment is in poor condition.

35% of the allotment is in fair condition.

The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.

Deer winter and spring use.

Sage grouse strutting ground.

Riparian habitat is declining.

Water quality is poor,

Stocking rate.

Season-of-use. .

Present management is not meeting resource management goals.
Some controversy exists concerning the carrying capacity of thet! public
range.

Ground squirrels in seedings.

Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
Se
6.
7.
8.

Ecological) site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian and aquatic habitat

Water quality




Allotment: Hanson Creek

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deerxr 60 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 96 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Lewis Miiler - 96 AUMs

Specific problemsg, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Hanson Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
T
8.
9.
10.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
B
7.

85% of the allotment is in fair condition.

The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.
Deer winter and spring use area.

Sage grouse present on allotment,

Significant cultural sites on allotment.
Season-of~-usa.

Present management system is not meeting objectives.
Range improvements are inadequate. '

Ground squirrels in seedings.

Riparian and meadow habitat is dec¢lining.

-

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Cultural sites




Allotment: Happy Creek
: § Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 35 wild horses and 0 burros.
Jackson Mountains Herd Use Area - 35 wild horses and 0 burros

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 262 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 38 AUMs

3. Graze 3,724 livestock AUMs (active preference) l

Jule Delong ~ 3,724 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Happy Creek Allotment through the Bureau's Planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 98% of the allotment is in poor condition. |
2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend. }
3. Wildlife habitat is deteriorating.
4. Riparian habitat on Happy Creek is deteriorating.
v S Soil erosion is evident.
(' 6. Bighorn sheep reintroduction. .
. 7. Season-of-use.
B. Present management is not meeting objectives.
9. Range improvements are inadequate.
10. Livestock drift. ‘
11+ Maintenance of range improvements is inadequate. :
12. Halogeton. e !
13. Land ownership. :

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4, Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7 Water quality
8. Riparian habitat
9. Wild horses




Allotment: Horse Creek
fi'". Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 805 AUMs :
Antelope 55 AUMs ‘
Bighorn sheep 98 AUMs

3. Graze 4,449 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Frank McErquiaga - 4,449 AUMs
Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the

Horse Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed #
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

J1e 74% of the allotment is in poor condition.
L2 Deer winter range.
V3 Riparian condition poor.
4. Uranium mining,
5. Poor water quality.

{ g v6.  Livestock distribution. i
. ' e Season~of-use. i

/B Ground squirrels in seedings.
9. Antelope use yearlong.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

-

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use
3. Climate ‘
4. Range utilization ;
-~ 5. Project maintenance b
6. Wildlife habitat |
7. Water quality |
8. Riparian habitat !




Allotment: Hot Springs Peak
' . Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burrosg.
~ Herd Use Area is on checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 195 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 1,770 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Stanley and Janice Klaumann - 1,770 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Hot Springs Peak Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 40% of the allotment is in poor condition.
2. Allotment trend is static.

3. Deer winter and summer use.

4. Sage grouse wintering area.

Se Wild horses.

. 6. Season~of-use r
7. Present management is not meeting objectives. f'
8. Range improvements are inadequate. ‘
9. Grass tetany on seedings.
10. Stocking rate.
11. Livestock distribution.

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2, Actual use

3. Climate i
4. Range utilization j
5. Project maintenance :
6. Wildlife habitat |
7 Wild horses !




Allotment: Humboldt Valley

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerbeoard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 300 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 7,602 livestock AUMs (active preference)

DeLong Ranches, Inc. 4,313 AUMs
T Quarter Circle 1,763 AUMg
William H. Casey 238 AUMs
E. D. Thacker, Jr. 60 AUMs
Tharalson & Duncan 1,228 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Humboldt Valley Allotment through the Bureau's Planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 87% of the allotment is in poor condition.
2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.

3. Meadows and riparian areas are in poor to very poor condition.
4. Wild horses.

5. Checkerboard land pattern.

6. Significant cultural sites are found within the allotment.
7o Present management is not meeting objectives. .
8. Season-of-use, )
9. Range improvements are inadequate.

10, Trespass history.

11. Stocking rate.

12+ Maintenance of range improvements is inadequate.

13. Livestock distribution.

14, Livestock drift.

15. Mining.

16. Land ownership,

Allotment monitoring plan will inciude:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

O Riparian areas and meadowsg

7. Wild horses

8. T & E plants



Allotment: Indian Creek

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reascnable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 75 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 250 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Forrest Bell - 250 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Indian Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6-
Te

8.
9'

54% of the allotment is in poor condition.

The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.

Deer winter and spring use.

Soil erosion is evident in the major drainages.

Present management is not meeting objectives. AMP needs to be
revised. )

Season-~of-use.

There are National Register or National Register eligible cultural
sites on the allotment.

Ground squirrels in seedings.

Riparian and meadow habitat is declining.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1‘
2.
3.
4.
5.
“6.
7.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Cultural sites




Allotment: Iron Point
. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 30 AUMs i
Antelope 0 AUMs :
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs |

3. Graze 1,240 livestock AUMs (active preference) g

Mrs. Jo Hibbs Christison 653 AUMs
Pinson Ranch 587 AUMs I

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Iron Point Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 95% of the allotment is in poor condition. ﬁ

2. Allotment trend is downward. i
e - 3. Deer migration route. . _ _ i
{ ' 4. Soil erosion is evident. ' . ;
; 5. Controversy exists over grazing privileges.

6. Checkerboard land pattern.

7. Riparian habitat is declining.

8. Stocking rate.

9. Season—-of~use e

10. Pediocactus simpsonii var. robustior watch category Nevada state P
list. i

11. Land ownership. i

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend f
2. Actual use b
3. Climate :
4. Range utilization
5. Project maintenance i
6. Wildlife ﬁ

i
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Allotment: Jackson Mountains

Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:

1'

3.

Graze 160 wild horses and 0 burros.
Jackson Mountains Herd Use Area =~ 0 burros and 160 wild horses.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 448 AUMs
Antelope 72 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 346 AUMs

Graze 12,266 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Delong Ranches, Inc. -~ 12,266 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Jackson Mountains Allotment through the Bureau's Planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

3.
14.
15.
16.

98% of the allotment is in poor condition.

Observed trend on the allotment is downward.

Wildlife habitat is deteriorating.

Jackson, Bottle, Trout, and Big Creeks have riparian and aquatic
habitat in deteriorating condition.

Antelope and wild horses conflict with livestock use.

Mining activity in the Buffalo Peak area conflict with grazing.
Water quality is low.

Bighorn sheep reintroduction area.

There is high outside interest in the management of this area.
Seagson-~of-~use o4
Livestock distribution.

Additional range improvements are needed (water developments, fences,
seedings, etc.),

Livestock drift.

Stocking rate.

Mining activity.

WSA

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
70
8.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Water quality

Wild horses




Allotment: Jakes Creek

Long=-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 75 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,610 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Hammond Ranches, Inc. 413 AUMs
Ellison Ranching Co. 987 AUMg
Kenneth R. Buckingham 210 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Jakes Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.

91% of the allotment is in poor condition.
9% of the allotment is in fair condition.
Allotment trend is downward.

Poor maintenance of range imprbvements.
Livestock drift.

Season-of-use,

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

o

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

. iz
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Allotment: Jordan Meadows
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burrosg.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment,

2. Provide habitat for reagonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 170 AUMs
Antelope 120 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 10,262 livestock AUMs (active preference)
John Falen - 10,262 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Jordan Meadows Allotment through the Bureau's bPlanning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 64% of the allotment is in poor condition.
29% of the allotment is in fair condition,

2. Trend on the allotment is generally static except for riparian areas
where trend is downward.

3. Jordan Meadows, Washburn, Crowley, and River Creeks are in a degraded
condition, '

4, Crowley Creek containsg the Lahontan cutthroat trout.

5. Astragalus solitarius ig found in south and west McDermitt Mine flats.

Ge Water quality is poor.

7. Existing AMP ig not meeting management objectives.

8. Stocking rate.

9. Range improvements are inadequate., TN,

10. Livestoack distribution.

1. Stocking rate.

12. Season-of-use.

13. Fenced federal.

14. Trespass horse use.

‘-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Riparian and aquatic habitat

7« Water quality

8. T & E plants and fish




Allotment: Kings River

Long=-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Kings River Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 1,375 AUMs
Antelope 71 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 109 AUMs

Graze 12,403 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Bengoa Ranching Co. = 12,403 AUMs

below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

60% of the allotment is in poor condition.

16% of the allotment is in fair condition.

Trend on the majority of the allotment is static or downward.
Severe aspen deterioration.

Riparian and meadow areas are in poor condition.

Aquatic habitat is in poor condition.

Uranium mining activity.

Poor water quality.

Recreation use areas in conflict with livestock grazing.
Livestock distribution.

AMP is not meeting management objectives.

Existing range improvements are inadequate.
Season=-of-use.

Grass tetany on seedings.

Ground sguirrels.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Ecoleogical site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian habitat

Aquatic habitat

Water quality

Aspen

‘-




Allotment: Knott Creek
Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:
Te Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 1,725 AUMs (Same as Alder Creek)
Antelope 392 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 319 AUMs
Elk 384 AUMs

3. Graze 6,032 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Knott Creek Ranch - 6,032 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Knott Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems,

1. Condition is fair on the lower elevations.

2. Riparian and aspen habitat is declining.

3. Recreational use around Onion and Knott Creek Lakes.
4. Subdivision by Knott Creek Reservoir.

5. Water gquality.

6. Range improvements are inadequate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend

2. Actual use e
3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Riparian and aspen habitat

7 Water quality

8. Recreational use

-




Allotment: Little Horse Creek
. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 120 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs b
Bighorn sheep 33 AUMs i

3. Graze 524 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Henry McErquiaga = 524 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the H
Little Horse Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system ara i
listed below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems. !

1. 80% of the allotment is in poor condition.

2. The trend on the allotment is static or downward.
3. Deer summer and winter use areas.

4. Sage grouse brooding grounds. :

P 5. Antelope summer use. .
- . 6. Horse Creek drainage is deteriorating.
‘ 7. Season-of-use. '

8. Present management is not meeting objectives.

9. Range improvements are inadequate.

10. Riparian habitat is declining.

11. Mining activity. -

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

S Project maintenance

6. Wildilife habitat

7. Riparian habitat




Allotment: Little Owyhee
. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 200 wild horses and 0 burros.
Owyhee~Bullhead Herd Use Area - 200 horses and 0 burros

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer AUMs
5 Antelope AUMg
Bighorn sheep AUMs

3. Graze 41,610 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Nevada First Corporation = 27,798 AUMs Winnemucca District
13,370 AUMs Elko District
442 AUMs National Forest

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Little Owyhee Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

- 1. 72% of the allotment is in poor condition.
26% of the allotment is in fair condition.
2. Allotment trend is down. )
= 3. Critical wildlife habitat is declining.
4. Riparian habitat is declining.
. 5. Winterfat is in poor condition.
? - 6+ Lahontan (Humboldt) cutthroat trout.
v 7 Aquatic habitat is declining.
8. Wild horses. .
9. AMP is not meeting multiple use objectives. .
~10+. Range improvements are inadequate.
11,  Livestock drift.
.. T2+ Stocking rate.
~13. Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.
; 14. Hackelia ophiobia = watch Nevada state threatened species.
+ 15. Water quality is poor.

i Allotment monitoring plan will include:

Te Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

S5e Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian and aquatic habitat

S. Wild horses

9. Winterfat




Allotment: Little Owyhee (Oregon)

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 892 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Fort McDermitt Stockmen's Association — 892 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Little Owyhee (Oregon) Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are
listed below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 33% of the allotment is in poor condition.
67% of the allotment is in fair condition.
2 Allotment trend is downward.
3. Seagon-~-of-uge.
4. Stocking rate.
5. Maintenance of range improvements is inadequate.
6. Wild horses. :
7. Riparian and meadow habitat is declining.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

-

1. Ecological site condition and trend .
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance




Allotment: Long Canyon

Long=range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

3.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 15 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,697 livestock AUMs (active preference)

FPrey and Sons, Inc. = 1,697 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Long Canyon Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
3.
9.
10.

69% of the allotment is in poor condition.
21% of the allotment is in fair condition.
Allotment trend is down.

Meadows show signs of deterioration.

AMP is not meeting management.

Range improvements are inadequate.

Ground squirrels and rabbits in seedings.
Livestock distribution.

Season-of-use.

Stocking rate.

Halogeton

s

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
B

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian habitat
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Allotment: Lower Lower Quinn

1.

. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 464 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Paragien and Miller Cattle Company 237 AUMs
Woodrow Eriksen 227 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Lower Lower Quinn Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2-
3'

T

8.
9.
10.

80% of the allotment is in poor condition.

20% of the allotment is in fair condition.

The majority of the allotment is alkali soil with low potential.
Allotment trend is static or downward.

The intermingled land ownership pattern precludes sound management .
Present management is inadequate.

Range improvements are inadequate with low economic¢ investment
potential.

Studies are inadequate. Fenced private land hinders management of
public lands.

Stocking rate. H,
Seagon-of-use.

Ground squirrels.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1‘
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance




Allotment: McDermitt Creek

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

3.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 20 AUMs
Antelope 14 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 188 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Gary and Mary Minor - 188 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
McDermitt Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CREMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2-
3.
4.

16% of the allotment is in poor condition.
84% of the allotment is in fair condition.
Allotment trend is downward.

Riparian habitat is declining.

Range improvements are inadequate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian habitat

S




Allotment: Mullinix

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1. Graze () wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 60 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 133 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Specific
Mullinix
CRMP and

1. 53%
47%
2. The

Harold K. Boggio =~ 133 AUMs

problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
activity plans will consider these problems.

of the allotment is in poor condition.
of the allotment is in fair condition.
majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.

3. Riparian habitat is declining.

4. There is deer winter range and sage grouse strutting grounds on the
allotment.

5. Season-of=-use.

6. Present management practices are' inadequate.

7. Ground squirrels in seedings.

8. Stocking rate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include: .

-

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian habitat




Allotment: Osgood Mountain

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 330 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 3,387 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Jo Hibbs Christison 1,782 AUMs
Pinson Ranch 1,605 AUMg

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Osgood Mountain Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 74% of the allotment is in poor condition.
26% of the allotment is in fair condition.
2. Allotment trend is static or downward.
3. Wildlife habitat is declining.
4. Poor water distribution
5. Riparian habitat is declining.
6. Astragalus yoder-williamsii sensitive plant.
7. Mixed land status complicates intensive management.
8. Season=-of-use
9. Stocking rate.
10. Range improvements are inadequate. e
11. Livestock distribution.
12, Mining.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2 Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian habitat

8. Sensitive plants




Allotment: Paiute Meadows

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 59 wild horses and 0 burros.
Black Rock Range East Herd Use Area - 59 wild horses and 0 burros

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 1,838 AUMs
Antelope 307 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 180 AUMs

Graze 7,827 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Paiute Meadows Ranch - 7,827 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Paiute Meadows Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

91% of the allotment is in poor condition.

Trend on the allotment is downward.

Wildlife habitat is degrading.

Winter and spring wildlife concentration areas.

Riparian areas on Bartlett and Battle Creeks are in poor condition.
Wild horses.

WSA NV-020-620 and 621.

Water quality is poor,

Outside interest in resources on this allotment is high.
Livestock distribution.

Existing range improvements are inadequate.

Maintenance of existing range improvements is inadequate. Y.
Stocking rate.

Season-of-use.

Mining activity.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian habitat

Water quality

Wild horses




Allotment: Paradise Hill
- . Long~-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 150 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs b
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs \

3. Graze 2,293 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Mrs. George Miller 685 AUMs !
Steve Lucas 273 AUMs f
Triple T Ranches 1,335 AUMs !

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Paradise Hill Allotment through the Bureau's Planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 61% of the allotment is in poor condition.
39% of the allotment is in fair condition.
P 2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.
Y 3. Yearlong deer use.
4. Season-~of-use.
5. Range improvements are inadequate.
6. Riparian and meadow habitat is declining.
7. The AMP is not meeting resource objectives.
8. Range improvements are not adequately maintained. -

9. Ground squirrels and rabbits in seedings.,
10. History of grazing trespass.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2, Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat




Allotment: Pine Forest

Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 2,338 AUMs
Antelope 108 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 72 AUMs

Graze 9,700 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Pine Forest Land and Livestock Co. - 9,700 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Pine Forest Allotment through the Bureau's Planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.
8.
9.
10.

92% of the allotment is in poor condition.

Apparent trend is downward.

Wildlife habitat is deteriorating.

Riparian and aquatic habitat is deteriorating.

Water quality is low in Leonard, Snow, and Chicken Creeks.

Outside interest in the management of the resources in the Pine Forest

is high.

Season-of-~-use.

Range improvements are inadequate.

Maintenance of existing range improvements is inadequate.
Stocking rate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7
8.
9.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian and aquatic habitat

Water gquality

Sensitive plant (Calanthus barnebii)

-

e




Allotment: Pole Creek

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife

Deer 52 AUMs
Antelope 48 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 55 AUMs

Graze 2,375 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Kenneth Earp - 2,375 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Pole Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

70% of the allotment is in poor or fair condition.
Sage grouse strutting and brooding grounds,
Uranium exploration.

Potential bighorn sheep reintroduction.
Season-of-use.

Range improvements are inadequate especially south
Poisonous plants - Lupine.

Stocking rate,.

Pole Creek is degraded.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Aquatic habitat

Water quality

of Thacker Pass.

-




Allotment: Pueble Mountain

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 84 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,657 livestock AUMs (active preference)

William P. and Ruth Moger - 1,657 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Pueblo Mountain Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listeq
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

Trend on the allotment is static.

2. Condition on low country is fair.

3. Yearlong deer use.

4. Antelope winter use.

S5 Present AMP needs review and revision.

6. Range improvements are inadequate.

7. Riparian and meadow habitat is declining.,
8. Livestock drift.

9. Season-of-use.

10. Stocking rate,

Allotment monitoring plan will include: I
1. Ecological site condition and trend

2. Actual use '

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Sensitive gpecies




Allotment: Quinn River (QOregon)

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbersgs of wildlife:

Deer 40 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 447 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Mrs. Jeanne Nouque = 447 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Quinn River (Oregon) Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are
listed below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7

60% of the allotment is in poor condition.

The allotment is in a downward trend.
Season-of-use.

Maintenance of range improvements is inadequate.
Stocking rate.

Wild horses.

Riparian and meadow deterioration.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend )
Actual use .

-

Climate
Range utilization
Project maintenance

i n il e




Allotment: Rebel Creek

. Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 195 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 10 AUMs

3. Graze 1,000 livestock AUMs (active preference)
N.J. Ranches Inc. - 1,000 AUMg

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Rebel Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listeqd
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 42% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. 58% of the allotment is in poor condition.

3. Observed trend is downward.

4. Rebel Creek is degraded.

5. Deer spring use and deer concentration areas present on the

| allotment.
6. Present management does not meet allotment objectives.
! 7. Range improvements are inadequate. WNeed to rehabilitate seeding and
develop more water facilities.
8. Current herbivore grazing use.
9. Seagon=-of~-use

o

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

Se Project maintenance

6. Riparian areas

7. Rebel Creek

8. wildlife




Allotment: Sand Dunes

iy Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

T T

Allotment is checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 90 AUMs ﬁ

Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 3,865 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Malvin Pedroli 368 AUMs ﬁ
Stanley J. Daniels 183 AUMg E
T Quarter Circle 3,314 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Sand Dunes Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 94% of the allotment is in poor condition.
2. Allotment trend is downward.

N 3. Wild horses.

' ‘ 4. Riparian areas along the Humboldt River are declining.

. 5. Significant cultural site are present.
6. Significant use by motorcycles and dune buggies.
7. Soil erosion is evident in the dune area.
8. Present management does not meet objectives.
9. Season-of-use.
10. Range improvements are inadequate. 4
11. Checkerboard land pattern - fractured ownership. :
12, Livestock distribution. |
13. History of unauthorized use. ;
14. Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.
15. Stocking rate.
16. Livestock drift, ;

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenanca

G Wild horses

7. T & E plants

8. Recreational use

9. Cultural sites




Allotment: Sand Hills-Holloway Mountain

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 50 AUMs
Antelope 6 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,035 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Wynn Hendricks - 1,035 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Sand Hills-Holloway Mountain Allotment through the Bureau's planning system
are listed below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Livestock distribution.

Allotment trend is static.

Range improvements inadequate.

Riparian and meadow habitat deteriorating.
Antelope and deexr habitat declining.
Stocking rate. ’
Season-of-use.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

s




Allotment: Sand Pass
- ‘ Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:
Ta Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 60 AUMs ]
Antelope 0 AUMg :
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs ;

3. Graze 1,867 livestock AUMs (active preference)
T Quarter Circle Ranch, Inc. = 1,867 AUMs !

Specific problemsg, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the ;
Sand Pass Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below. j
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems. ‘

‘ 1. 69% of the allotment is in poor condition.
i 31% of the allotment is in fair condition.
: 2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend. i
i 3. Deer yearlong use.

A 4. Sage grouse.
_ 5. Wild horses. !
. 6. Checkerboard land status impairs intensive management. ‘

7 ORV use.

8. Present management is not meeting resource objectives.
9. Range improvements are inadequata.

10. Riparian habitat is declining.

11. History of grazing trespass.

12. Season-of-use. y
13. Stocking rate. !

o

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7. Wild horses

8. Sensitive plants

9. ORV use




Allotment: Scott Springs

Long~range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burrosg.

Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 135 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 419 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Nevada First Corporation - 419 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Scott Springs Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10'
11,

70% of the allotment is in poor condition.

The trend on the allotment is static or downward.
Winter deer use.

Wild horse use.

Astragalus yoder-williamsii present on the allotment.

Range improvements are inadequate.
Riparian habitat is declining.
Season-of-use.

Stocking rate.

Livestock distribution.
Checkerboard land pattern.

-

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7
8.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Wild horse studies

T & E plants




A
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Allotment: Sodhouse

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 382 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Nevada First Corporation =~- 382 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Sodhouse Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.

100% of the allotment is in poor or fair condition.

Mach of the allotment has a downward trend.

Present range improvements are inadequate.

Present management is not meeting the long-term goals for the
allotment.

Livestock drift,

Season—~of=use.

Stocking rate.

Land ownership.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance




Allotment: Singus
. Long=-range Allotment Management Objectives: :
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife: i

Deexr 180 AUMsg F
Antelope 0 AUMg i
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs b

3. Graze 261 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Lyman Schwartz ~ 261 AUMs i
i

i Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the ﬂ
Singus Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below. a
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems. h

1. 60% of the allotment is in fair condition. f
2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.
3. Deer yearlong use.

4. Sage grouse,

5. Riparian habitat has declined.

| . 6. Ground squirrels and rabbits in seedings. 'ﬂ
7. BMP is not meeting resource objectives. “
8. Season-of-use.

9. Stocking rate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

-

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use i
3. Climate I
4. Range utilization i
5. Project maintenance S
6. Wildlife habitat |

7 Riparian habitat




Allotment: Solid Silver
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze () wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 45 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 239 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Fred Buckingham - 239 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Solid Silver Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will congider these problems.

1. Deer winter and spring use.

2. Sage grouse strutting grounds,

3. Riparian habitat declining.

4. S0il erosion is evident.

5. Season~of-use.

6. Ground squirrels in seedings.

7 AMP is not meeting resource objectives.
2, Stocking rate.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

s

1. Ecological site condition and trend e
2 Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization
5. Project maintenance
6. Wildlife habitat

7. Riparian habitat
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Allotment: Spring Creek
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 150 AUMs
Antelope 48 AUMs
Bighoxrn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 2,100 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Barnen Cattle Company - 2,100 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identirfied on the
Spring Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 77% of the allotment is in poor condition.
23% of the allotment is in fair condition.

2. Allotment trend is down.

3. Deer concentration area winter and spring.

4. Sage grouse.

5. Stocking rate.

6 Season~of-use.

T AMP is not meeting objectives.

8. Range improvements are inadequate.

9. Riparian areas are deteriorating.,

10. Ground squirrels in seedings.

.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological sgite condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4, Range utilization

Se Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

%
j




Allotment: Sugarloaf
Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 75 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 600 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Robert Thomas - 500 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Sugarloaf Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. Much of the allotment is in fair condition.
2. Deer winter use.

3. Sage grouse.

4. Livestock water is unreliable.

5. Riparian habitat is declining.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

S. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

‘-




Allotment: Tall Corral

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 90 AlMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 623 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Hammond Ranches, Inc. - 623 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Tall Coxral Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.

100% of the allotment is in poor or fair condition.
Allotment trend is downward.

Livestock drift.

Season—-of-use.

Allotment menitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance




Allotment: Twenty Five

Long=range Allotment Management Objectives:

1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs fh
Antelope 0 AUMs g
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs '

3. Graze 1,054 livestock AUMs (active preference) L
Twenty Five Corporation -~ 1,054 AUMsg %
|

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the :
Twenty Five Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed \
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 100% of the allotment is in poor condition. %
2. Allotment trend is downward. 3
3. Inadequate water. g
4. Season=-of-use,

5. Livestock drift.

Allotment monitoring plan will include: ‘

1. Ecological site condition and trend |
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization
Se Project maintenance

;
I
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Allotment: U.C. {744 ,

Long~range Allotment Management Objectives: aA/' /

1-

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.{/”Arﬂﬁj‘

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 150 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMg
Bighoxn sheep 22 AUMs

Graze 5,228 livestock AUMs (active preference)

John Falen - 5,228 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
U.C. Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

50% of the allotment is in poor condition.
Trend of the native range is downward.
Critical deer use exists in the allotment.
Potential bighorn sheep reintroduction.
Aguatic condition of Canyon Creek is poor.
Riparian condition is poor.

Ground squirrels.

Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.
Scotch thistle.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7

E

Ecological site ¢ondition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife habitat

Riparian and aquatic habitat

CRMpP




Allotment: Upper Lower Quinn
b Long~-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

i Deer 0 AUMs B
i Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

| 3. Graze 436 livestock AUMs (active preference) &

Willow Creek 375 AUMs
Buffalo Ranch 61 AUMg

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Upper Lower Quinn Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are
listed below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

e ey a

1. Intermingled ownership precludes sound management.
2. Present range improvements are inadegquate. More water developments
are needed.
;o 3. Fenced private lands hinder management of public lands.
' : 4. Stocking rate.
5. Season-of-use.
6. Rodents,

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

Te Ecological site condition and trend e
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance




Allotment: Washburn

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1-

2.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 30 AUMs
Antelope 96 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 1,601 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Mentaberry Brothers - 1,601 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Washburn Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

14.
15.
16.
17.

86% of the allotment is in poor condition.

14% of the allotment is in fair condition.

There is a downward trend in the lower areas.

Key winter range for antlope.

Several sage grouse strutting areas. :

Riparian degradation in Washburn Creek and associated drainages.
Astragalus solitarius endangered plant.
Uranium exploration.

Poor water quality.

So0il erosion evident.

AMP is not meeting resource objectives. .
Inadequate maintenance of range projects. -
Inadequate range improvements.

Livestock distribution.

Season-of-use.

Stocking rate.

History of grazing trespass.

Penced federal land.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Wildlife use

Riparian areas

Sengitive plant

Water quality

Soil erosion




~

]

Allotment: White House

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
Allotment is checkerboard land.

2 Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 0 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 156 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Ellison Ranching Co. - 156 AUMs
Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
White House Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed

below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. Range condition is fair to poor.
2. Vegetative potential is low,

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

-




Allotment: Wilder Bilk
P Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:
. 1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife: i

Deer 1,418 AUMs "
Antelope 236 AUMs i
Bighorn sheep 93 AUMs f

3. Graze 17,419 livestock AUMs (active preference)

j
Dufurrena Sheep Company 3,430 AUMs F
Ivory Ranches, Inc. 13,887 AUMg b
waldkirch/Leased to Marvin Casgey 102 AUMs i

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Wilder Bilk Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1. 70% of the allotment is in poor condition.
13% of the allotment is in fair condition.
- 2. The majority of the allotment is in a downward trend.
r 3. Aspen groves are deteriorating. '
. 4. Riparian habitat is deteriorating. !
5. Aquatic habitat on Bilk, Wilder, Little Wilder, and Maggie Creeks are ]
in poor condition. _ :
6. Lahontan cutthroat trout are present in the streams.
7. Water quality is poor.

8. Livestock distribution. A
9. Existing range improvements are inadequate to meet management
objectives.

10. Halogeton poisoning livestock. f
11. Livestock drift.

12. Excessive numbers of beavers.
13. Stocking rate. E
14. Season-of-use.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4, Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

Ge Riparian and aquatic habitat

7. Water quality

8. Aspen

. 9. Wildlife habitat




Allotment: William Stock

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 170 aUMs
Antelope 36 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 5,907 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Steve Lucas - 5,907 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
William Stock Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.

2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7e
8.
9.

44% of the allotment is in poor condition.

56% of the allotment is in fair condition.

Allotment trend is downward.

Some meadow deterioration is affecting sage gorouse and antelope.
Riparian and aquatic habitat in Martin Creek and the North Fork of the
Little Humboldt River is deteriorating.

AMP is not meeting management objectives.

Livestock distribution.

Range improvements are inadequate.

Stocking rate.

Season=of-use.

S

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
G.
7
8.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian and aquatic habitat
Wildlife habitat

Water quality




Allotment: Willow Creek
Long=-range Allotment Management Objectives:
1. Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.
No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

2. Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deex 195 AUMs
Antelope 0 AUMs
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

3. Graze 1,231 livestock AUMs (active preference)
Kenneth Earp - 1,231 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Willow Creek Allotment through the Bureau's planning system are listed
below. CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

Te 46% of the allotment is in poor condition.

2. Trend on the allotment is downward.

3. Deer winter and spring use areas are deteriorating.
4. Riparian and meadow areas are declining.

5. Soil erosgion is evident.

6. Ground squirrels,

7. AMP is not meeting resource objectives.

8. Stocking rate.

9. Season~of-use.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

-

1. Ecological site condition and trend
2. Actual use

3. Climate

4. Range utilization

5. Project maintenance

6. Wildlife habitat

7 Riparian habitat




.
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Allotment: Zimmerman

Long-range Allotment Management Objectives:

1.

Graze 0 wild horses and 0 burros.

No wild horses or burros on the allotment.

Provide habitat for reasonable numbers of wildlife:

Deer 150 AUMs
Antelope 24 AUMg
Bighorn sheep 0 AUMs

Graze 2,093 livestock AUMs (active preference)

Evan A. Zimmerman - 2,093 AUMs

Specific problems, issues, or conflicts that have been identified on the
Zimmerman Allotment through the Bureau's pPlanning system are listed below.
CRMP and activity plans will consider these problems.

1.
2.
3.
4.

100% of the allotment is in fair condition.
Riparian habitat needs improvement.
Season=of-use.

Inadequate maintenance of range improvements.

Allotment monitoring plan will include:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Ecological site condition and trend
Actual use

Climate

Range utilization

Project maintenance

Riparian habitat




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES RM-2

Qbjective

Increase existing allocatable livestock forage by artificial methods
from the present 103,721 AUMs to approximetely 193,472 AUMs (89,751
AUM increase) within 30 years. Refer to Table RM-2 for anticipated

" inereases. Refer to Appendix 1 for methods used to determine
anticipated increases.

Rationale

The Bureau is committed by policy (Instruction Memorandum 75-407),
and directed by law (The Taylor Grazing Act of 1934, as amended and
supplemented, and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976,
Section 102(2)(7) and (8), to manager ahd provide livestock forage on
a sustained yield basis.

The passage of Public Law 95-51L (The Public Rangelands Improvement

Act) in 1978 authorizes Congress to appropriate $14,00C,000 annually

in fiscal years 1980 through 1982 for range improvements. The authorization
extends through 1999.

The present active preference is 228,766 AUMs. The 1978 range survey
indicated that there are 103,721 AUMs of allocatable livestock forage
within the MFP area. Therefore, to manage on a sustained yield basis
would require an adjustment of 55 percent. Obtaining the objedﬁive
would reduce the adjustment to 15 percent.

Authorized grazing use within the MFP area has been steadily declining.

The 1977 Nevada Agricultural statistics published by the U.S. Department
of Agriculture and University of Nevada, Reno reported a decrease (page
9) of 15,000 cattle from 1973 to 1978, and a decrease of 2,100 sheep
during the same period. These statistics are for Humboldt County.

The MFP area encompasses 82 percent of the public lands in Humboldt
County.

The Economic Profile Supplement (EPS) for the Distriet was published in
1974, This document covered Humboldt and Pershing Counties. The EPS
reported (page 17) that "BLM permittee dependence on public lands for
their +total livestock forage supply for the past eight years has been
running between 40-50 percent dependencey. The EPS also stated (page
17) that this dependence has been steadily decreasing since 1969.
Currently approximately 29 percent. :

s trie tions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity
' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES RAM=2
Continued Page 2 - RM=2

Meeting the obJective would help stabilize the livestock industry.
Obtaining the objective would also provide additional forage, which
is one means to ensure continuing economic livestock units.

It is assumed that unless the increase is not managed on a sustained
yield basis, many individuals, groups, and associations would be
highly concerned.

A substantial adjustment would be necessary if the 103,721 AUM figure

is used as the initial stocking rate. It is assumed that this base
figure would be strongly opposed and disliked by ranchers and others

who share similar views. The socilo-economic impact would be substantial.
In the SEP document, Dr. Ruth Houghton stated that "changes require
adjusting to new conditions and are often economically and emotionally
disruptive "

There are no conflicts between URA and MFP data.

Unstruy tions on reverse)

Form 1600—20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR aradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
' ‘ Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference o ¥
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 RM=2  Step 3 )
Continued ' Page 2 _ RM-2 &
Alternatives considered were (1) obtaining increases in forage entirely é
through natural regeneration and (2), increase forage by prescribed 4

burning methods., Although eventually there should be more of an
increase through natural regeneration, the increase will not be
sufficient to meet the 30 year time frame. Prescribed burning
produce the necessary quantity and quality of forage. In addition,
not enough data (soil type, fuel, etc.) has been gathered to
immediately begin a burning program.

e

The social and economic effects would be positive., It is assumed the
recommendation would be received favorably from the licensees. At the
current market price of $525 per cow-calf unit, and assuming an average
of eight months on the public range, an increase of 89,751 AUMs would
generate $5,889,909 of additional revenue for the livestock industry.
Based on a multiplier of 1.61368 the total direct and indirect impact !
on the economy of Humboldt County would be $9,50L,L429, )

AUMs represent more than a.source of revenue, they also represent y
valuable ranch assets that can be bought and sold separately or as s i
component of the ranch. At a commercial rate of $L0.00/AUM, an increase

of 89,751 AUMs would mean an increase in the value of ranch assets of

$3,590,040. When AUMs are converted to Animal Unit (AU) terms and

asset value of 89,751 increase in AUMs becomes $1k,58L4,537 (89,751 AUMs

divided by 8 months average grazing period on federal range = 11,219

AUs; 11,219 AUs at $1,300 per AU = $1L4,584,700). It should be

emphasized that the figures for revenue, AUM value and, AU value are

not additive, each figure represents a different method for placing a }
value on the increase in AUMs resulting from range improvement programs. i

Support Needs

1. Soil survey of all land treatment areas.
2. Archeology.
3. Engineering for feasgibility study, preliminary layout and

design, contract supervision, road maintenance, and
installation of projects.

_,ﬁ?,’“_’_,_ Attach additional sheets, if needed
.

CRUNECHONS on reperse )

" Form 1600=21 (April 1973)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ) Activity

. Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM=2  Step 3

Recommendation RM-2./

hﬂFT’ I Inerease existing allocatable livestock forage by artificial methods
by:

(A) Seeding approximately 281,210 acres.
(B) Controlling sagebrush on approximately 119,978 acres.
(C) Development of water sources.

. >

P

The sagebrush control and seeded areas will be rested for two full
calendar years after treatment, or until seedlings are firmly established.

Seeding application will be done in the fall; late September or early
October.

After substantiated by studies, allocate all increase of forage to
livestock.

Rationale q

The recommendation is technically feasible.

It is assumed that without remedial action, livestock grazing would be
severely curtailed in most allotments.

an

There are no policy or legal constraints.

Livestock forage can be increased by approximately 82,667 AUMs by

seeding projects. An additional increase of 6,802 AUMs can be realized
through chemical control of sagebrush. About 282 AUMs can be added by '
developing water sources in those areas excluded by water suitability ]
criteria. Refer to Table RM-2.1(e) and RM-2.1(c) Overlay for specifics. ‘

These treatments, in combination with recommendations addressed in

RM-1 and RM-3, are needed to meet all objectives. The recommendation
would substantially offset expected adjustments in allowable grazing

use that may result from RM-1.1 (adjust initial stocking rate to available
forage). The ultimate goal of all objectives is to provide for maximum
livestock grazing upon the public lands on a sustained yield hasis.
Without implementation of remedial actions, this goal will not be

achieved within the 30 year reasonable time limit.

N?_'e: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tustrnciions on rererse)

* Form 1600-21 (April 1975




Table RM-2./
Paradise-~-Denio MFP |

Recommendation For Water Developments

Allotment - Anticipated Increase In AUMs

1. Jackson Mountain 227
2., Sand Dunes 48
3. Humboldt Valley . T

TOTAL 282

Refer to Denio MFP Overlay (RM-2) for specific site locations. This
recommendation concerns those areas where no AUMs were allocated
because the areas are more than four miles from water.

-n
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio :
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activily ‘
' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
RM 2./ }ﬁ

Multiple Use Analysis r

Complement

Watershed 3.7 Tmprove desirable watershed cover primarily in the ﬁ
big sagebrush type through the use of prescribed burning to j
eliminate big sagebrush overstory and enhance the understory
vegetation.

Conflict

. Cultural Resources 1.3 Through.spécial protection from fire and J
cutting preserve all Basque aspen carvings. i

Cultural Resources l.7 Designate all S1 and S2 sites as ACEC's.

Cultural Resources 1.8 Use detailed sketch maps, notes, and photo
documentation to thoroughly record the present condition of
selected sites (sites listed on MFP I). Recheck the sites om an
annual basis and document conditiom.

Forestry l.4 Establish mountain mahogany, limber pine, whitebark
pine, aspen and cottonwood as ACECs. .

Watershed 3.3 Eliminate all surface disturbing activities from !
areas having a deteriorating erosion trend, or in critical or
severe erosion condition, having a high erosion Susceptibility
or high vegetal soil factor. 1

Watershed 4.1 Prevent any surface disturbing actions which would
result in the destruction of existing populations for any
Federally or State listed endangered, threatened or sensitive
plant. Establish areas of such plant occurrence as ACECs.

Wildlife 1.1 Designate all crucial wildlife use areas as ACECs.

Wildlife 1.21 Maintain and improve habitat for sensitive,
protected, threatened and endangered animal species.

Wildlife 1.26 Preclude the following crucial and important wildlife
use areas from vegetative manipulation projects.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
Tthisiruciions on rererse * Form 1600~21 (April 1975)




RM 2.

Multiple Use Recommendation

Increase existing allocatable livestock forage, except on the Velma
Johnston Herd Management Area, by artificial methods by:

a. Seeding approximately 269,113 acres.

b. Controlling sagebrush on approximately 75,097 acres.

Cs Development of water sources and acquiring legal and adequate
control of water.

Rationale

The sagebrush control and seeded areas will be rested for two full growing
seasons after treatment, or until seedlings are firmly establisghed.
Seeding applications will be done in the fall, late September or early
October.

After substantiated by studies, allocate increases of forage between
livestock and wildlife to bring the forage allocation up towards preference
and forage demand for reasonable numbers respectively.

Multiple Use Recommendation

Increasse existing forage for wild horses and wildlife in the Velma
Johnston Herd Management Areas by artificial methods by:

a. Seeding all wildfires and prescribed burns as required.
b. Controlling sagebrush, by spraying or prescribed burns, to
increase forage, its vigor and improving antelope habitat.

Rationale

s

Sagebrush control and seedings will be temporarily fenced for two
consecutive growing seasons or until plants are firmly established.
Seedings will be done in the fall, late September or early October.

Certain areas on the Owyhee Spring Range require sagebrush control to

reduce the height of big sagebrush below 24 inches to improve antelope
mobility and improve their habitat.

SuEEort

Soil Inventory

Prescribed Burning Plans

Fire Management

Operationg

All Specialists

Team EAR or update to Paradise-Denic EIS for projects.




Paradise=Denio HFP 111
Range Management 2.1

As Currently Viritten: .

Increase existing forage by artificial methods wherever appropriate:

1. The potential for land treatment has been identified on approximately
269,060 acres. Land treatment is defined as vegetation manipulation
(i.e., plowing, burning, spraying, etc., and/or seeding).

2. Development of water sources.

Consider the areas recommended in MFP I. The exact areﬁs to be treated
will be determined in activity plams preferably coordinated through the

CRMP process. : : -

Treated areas will be rested for two full calendar years after treatment or
until seedlings are firmly established.

Seeding application will be done in the fall, late September, or early
October, - ' : '

All vegetation manipulations in sage grouse habitat will be done in
accordance with the guidance supplied by the Mevada Department of Wildlife.
An evaluation of the suitability of the soils for vegetation manipulation
will be made prior to the project being approved.

Change To:

The decision will remain as originally written.

Rationale: .

Many ‘vegetative types in the resource aread are in poor ecological condition
and improvement on these types cannot be accomplished by natural wcans. "1t
{s the mandate of the Bureau under FLPMA, PRIA, and the Taylor Grazing Act
to arrest deteriorating ramge conditions by the installation of range
improvesants. The FLPA specifically directs the range betterment funds be
expended for on—tha-ground rehabilitation, protectiom, and improvement of
rangelands which includes, but is not limited to, seeding, reseeding, tence

" construction, weed control, water development, and enhancement of fish and

wiiazife habitat.

The above decision allews for sceding, spraying, on areas whare natural

means of improving vegetative condition is not feasible.  This will be
acconplishad by programming these projects through the Bureau's budgeting
process whenever it is appropriate to do so.

s e




Range betterment funds are distributed to District Offices in proportiom to :
,: grazing fees collected by each District. State Directors have latitude to f
P redistribute portions of the range betterment funds in consideration of ;
. prior commitments, resource conditions, and investment economy. No limitsg :

are set on the percentage of funds that may be redistributed each year, but

the amounts received by an office during a 5-year period must equal thac

District's entitlement for the five years. It is reasomable to assume that

the funding will be available to do a certain number of land treatment

projects each year.

The resource area has set up a monitoring plan based on the priorities , §
established through the selective. management criteria. The Bureau is b
actively seeking funding for range improvements and assistance with the ¥
monitoring program from private sources. The Bureau's range policy is to !
improve range condition and monitor. This is inconsistent with the

protestants request. i

Persons-Organizations That Have Protested This Decision: .

h

Toiyabe Chapter, Sierra Club, Reno, Nevada.

[l
X




MFP [}

RM 2.1

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Increase existing forage by artificial methods wherever appropriate:

1. The potential for land treatment have been identified on approximately
269,000 acres. Land treatment is defined as vegetation manipulation
(i.e., plowing, burning, spraying, etc., and/or seeding).

2. Developing water sources

Consider the areas recommended in MFP I. The exact areas to be treated

will be determined in activity plans preferably coordinated through the
CRMP process.

The treated areas will be rested for two full calendar years after
treatment, or until seedlings are firmly established.

Seeding application will be done in the fall, late September, or early
October.

All vegetation manipulations in sage grouse habitat will be done in
accordance with the guidance supplied by the Nevada Department of Wildlife.
An evaluation of the suitability of the soils for vegetation manipulation
will be made prior to the project being approved.

s

:
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradige-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT. Activity
: : Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES RM=3 )

Objective

Improve range administrative efficiency by improved allotment supervision
methods, '

Rationale

The Bureau is committed by policy (Instruction Memorandum 75-~L0T),

and directed by law (The Taylor Grazing Aect of 193k, as emended and
supplemented), to manage the public lands in the most efficient manner
consistent with the national interest.

Administrative procedures would be greatly improved, and the cost of
implementing programs reduced by streamlining and improving allotment
supervision methods.

Allotment supervision would be improved by eartagging, improving range
studies, and elimination of staggered licensees,

Through enactment of new laws and implementation of new policies it ig
becoming increasingly more difficult to spend the necessary time in
"on the ground" supervision activities. The District spends considerable

time in writing about menagement, but not in the actual execution. It
is assumed this "paper work" will continue, A

There are certain weaknesses in the administrative procedures that cause
common infractions in grazing use. There are a number of administrative
procedures available that would strengthen administrative broceduresg,
These items are listed below. Although most of the items are policy,
they are listed in order to identify what steps are needed to improve
allotment supervision methods.

There is no conflict between URA and MFP data,

tnstryctions on reverse) - Form 1600-20 (April 1975)




MFP _l_! RM 3.1 .

-y
Multiple Use Recommendation

{

. As a condition for granting grazing use on the public land, implement an
ear tagging program for those allotments identified on attached sheet \
(Ta.ble RM 3-1)0 ;

Rationale ﬁ
- \
f

The recommendation is technically feasible. k
| :

I

The authorized officer (43 CFR 4120.4(d) may "require eartagging of

livetock in order to control unauthorized grazing use or in order to 4
otherwise promote the orderly administration of the public lands." The ;
requirement is to eartag livestock should ot be arbitrary or capricious.
The recommendation is neither ag regards those identified allotments.

Trespass is a major problem within the MFP area. Unauthorized livestock
use has contributed significantly to the deterioration of the range
condition and trend. Eartagging is a proven deterent to trespass
violations.,

Implementation of the recommendation would help to improve the present
range condition and trend.

These are large or troublesome allotments to administer. Implementation of

. an eartagging program would help to control unauthorized livestock use.

' Control of unauthorized livestock use would result in improved range ,
condition and trend. ;

i Alternatives considered were counting methods, dye, and other marking
methods. These methods were disregarded as being too costly or
impractical. b
The recommendation would be received favorably from nearly all segments of
society. The livestock operators who would be required to eartag would not
be receptive to the recommendation. The main points of contention are cost
of eartagging, the inconvenience, injury to animals caused by application,
and less "freedom" of the use of public land. f

SuEEort

A Nevada State policy requiring that all unused tags (excess tags, tags on
cattle that are marketed, etc.) be returned to the issuing office.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

AFP 111

To improve administrative efficiency and allotment supervision consider
implementing an ear tagging program on the allotments listed in Table RM
3.1,




Table RM=3.1

Paradise-Denio MFP

Recommended Allotments For Eartagging Program

Bullhead
Little Owyhee
Osgood
Golconda Butte
Eden Valley
Scott Springs
Daveytown
Crowley Creek
Jordan Meadows

UOCI

Flat Creek

Willow Creek
Gallagher Flat
Washburn
Kings River
Deer Creek
Ft. McDermitt
Paradise Hill
Buttermilk .
Abel Creek

Pole Creek

-




- UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-~Denio ~
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
) Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS=-DECISION Step 1 -— Step 3

Recommendation RM=3,1

. As a condition for granting grazing use on the public land, implement
MFP { en ear tagging program for those allotments identified on attached
' gheet (Table RM-3.1). :

Rationale
The recommendation is technically feasible.

The authorized officer (43 CFR 4120.4(d) may "require eartagging

of livestock in order to control unauthorized grazing use or in order
to otherwise promote the orderly administration of the public lands."
The requirement to eartag livestock should not be arbitrary or
capricious. The recommendation is neither as regards those identified
allotments.

Trespass is a major problem within the MFP area. Unauthorized livestock
use has contributed significantly to the deterioration of the range ;
condition and trend, Eartagging is a proven deterent to trespass i
violations. ’ i

Tmplementation of the recommendation would help to improve the present
range condition and trend.

These are large or troublesome allotments to administer. Implementation
of an eartagging program would help to control unauthorized livestock
use. Control of unauthorized livestock use would result in improved
range condition and trend.

Alternatives considered were counting methods, dye, and other marking
methods. These methods were disregarded as being too costly or
impractical.

The recommendation would be received favorably from nearly all segments
of society. The livestock operators who would be required to eartag
would not be receptive to the recommendation. The main points of
contention are cost of eartagging, the inconvenience, injury to

animals caused by application, and less "freedom" of the use of

public land.

Support Needs

A Nevada State policy requiring that all unused tags (excess tags, tags %
_ on cattle that are marketed, etc.) be returned to the issuing office.

Nate: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Tilusirpcitons on reverse : " Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
'BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT fstisity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation BRM=3.2

Improve and strengthen range studies program.
MEP

Wiy

Rationale

Range condition and trend studies data are inadequate. Sound
management decisions can not be made based upon existing data.

There are no policy or legal constralnts.

The Paradise and Denio URAs (refer to .44A.2.) identified the
inadequacies of range condition and trend data. These studies are
needed to properly analyze, evaluate, and adjust stocking rates.

1f reliable data is available, allotment supervision becomes easier.
The licensee should be encouraged to become familiar with the

methods, and to participate in the gathering and analysis of the
data.

ﬁo‘fe: Attach udditional sheets, if needed

dAesirnciions on reversel

* Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




RM 3.2

| P || Multiple Use Recommendation

Improve and strengthen range studies program.

Rationale :

‘ Range Studies are necessary to evaluate grazing management plans to see if

they are obtaining their goals and to make forage adjustments. The Bureau
‘ should involve the range operator when studies are conducted so that he may B
| know how the studies are conducted and their results. @

SuEEort

Denver Service Center

Condition and Trend

Utilization

Phenological

Soils Inventory (Site write-up areas)

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower Needed)

( Important)

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation. ' : :
!'II') i
. - Rationale _ !

A MFP decisgion is not needed to do this. The Bureau has authority to do
this .

i
L
-




- UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
: Range Management {
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
- et TN RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation RM—23.3

Eliminate staggered or "pyramid” licenses.
MEP { Rationale

Staggered licenses are impossible to administer effectively. 1In

most cases, the authorization results in trespass. For the purpose

of this recommendation, a staggered license is one that has more

than four entries per allotment on the grazing authorization form 43
CFR-4120.2(c) gives the authorized officer the authority to |
eliminate staggered licenses. Refer to the attached for a good
example of a staggered license. )

Elimination of staggered licenses would improve allotment
supervision, and would enhance range condition and trend.

No other alternatives were considered.

It is assumed the recommendation would not be received favorably by
the licensees. They would probably view the action as further - i
encroachment of Bureau control over grazing on the public land.

Support Needs

None.

r‘_‘"°"~‘f Attach additional sheets, if needed

e irciions o OOl - N 1 5
Creas onreverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)




EXAMPLE OF STAGGERED LICENSE

NUMBER y4 COST
AND PERIOD FEDERAL TYPE PER GRAZING
CLASS FROM TO RANGE USE AUM AUM FEE
200 C 03/01/79 03/15/79 100 A 100 1.89 189.00
563 C 03/16/79 03/31/79 100 A 300 1.89 567.00
740 C 04/01/79 04/30/79 100 A 740 1.89 1398.60
260 C 04/01/79 04/30/79 100 E 260 N/A
2200 C 05/01/79 08/15/79 100 A 7700 1.89 14553.00
1000 C 08/16/79 09/30/79 100 A 1500 1.89 2835.00
500 C 10/01/79 12/31/79 100 A 1500 1.89 2835.00
200 C 01/01/80 02/28/80 100 A 400 1.89 756.00
3 ¢C 10/01/79 10/31/79 100 N 3 N/C
2 C 03/01/79 02/28/80 100 A 23 1.89 43,47
480 C 03/01/79 04/30/79 100 A 960 1.89 1814.40
520 C 03/01/79 04/30/79 100 E 1040 N/C
96 C 08/16/79 09/30/79 100 A 144 1.89 272.16
104 C 08/16/79 09/30/79 100 E 156 N/C
144 C 10/01/79 10/15/79 100 A 72 1.89 136.08
156 C 10/01/79 10/15/79 E 78 N/C
480 C 10/16/79 02/28/80 100 A 2160 1.89 4082.40
520 C 10/16/79 02/28/80 E 2340 N/C
195 C 10/01/79 02/28/80 100 N 977 N/C
107 ¢ 03/01/79 04/30/79 'E 214 N/C
102 C 11/01/79 02/29/80 E 408 N/C
AMOUNT DUE ‘529.432.11




1

RM 3.3

Multiple Use Recommendation

Eliminate staggered or "pyramid" licensges.
Rationale

Staggered licenses are imposgsible to administer effectively. In most
cases, the authorization results in tregpass. For the purpose of this
recommendation, a staggerred license is one that has more than four entries
per allotment on the grazing authorization form 43 CFR-4120.2(¢) gives the
authorized officer the authority to eliminate staggered licenses. Refer to
the attached for a good example of a stagyered license.

El;imination of staggered licenses would improve allotment supervision, and
would enhance range condition and trend.

No other alternatives were considered.
It is assumed the recommendation would not be received favorably by the

licensees. They would probably view the action as further encroachment of
Bureau control over grazing on the public land.

Suggort
None

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION . *

Reject the recommendation.
Rationale

A MFP decision is not needed to do this. This can be negotiated with the
operator at any time.

A —E =



Bibliography of Reference Sources
(MFP Bibliography)

Champlin, M.R,, and A.H. Winward. 1979. The response of bunchgrasses
to prescribed burning in mountain big sagebrush plant communities.
1979 Progress Report . . . Research in Rangeland Management.

Oregon State University Agricultural Experiment Station Special
Report 549.

Eckert, R.E.,Jr., A.D. Brunmer, G.J. Klomp, and F.F. Peterson.
1973. Control of Rocky Mountain iris and vegetationm response in
mountain meadows. J., Range Manage. 26:352-355.

Eckert, R.E.,Jr., and Raymond A. Evans. 1967. A chemical~-fallow
technique for control of downy brome and .establishement of
perennial grasses on rangeland. J. Range Manage. 20:35-41.

Harniss, R.D., and R.B, Murray. 1973. 30 years of vegetal change
following burning of sagebrush-grass range. J. Range Manage.
26:322-325.

Heaton, Vard H. 1956. Range reseeding in Southern Utah and Northern
Arizona. J. Range Manage. 9:289-291

Miller, R.F., R.R. Findley, and J. Alderfer-Findley. 1979. Response
of understory vegetation in mountain big sagebrush habitat types
after spray release., 1979 Progress Report . . . Research in Rangeland
Management. Oregon State University Agricultural Experiment Station
Special Report 549.

Meuggler, W.F., and J.P, Blaisdell. 1958. Effects on associated
species of burning, rotobeating, spraying, and railing sagebrush.
J. Range Manage. 11:61-66. .

Pechaneec, J.¥., A.P, Plummer, J.G. Robertsonm, and A.C. Hull, Jr. 1965.
Sagebrush control on rangelands. U.S. Dept. Agr., Agr. Handbook #277.

Robertson, J.H. 1969. Yield of crested wheatgrass following release
from sagebrush competition by 2,4-D. J. Range Manage. 2:287-288.




LR

ces o

cobortson, J.H., R.E. Eckert, Jr., and A.T. Bleak. 1966. Responses
of grasses seeded in an Artemisia tridentata habitat in Nevada.

Fcology 47:187-194

Tonioli, Robert, 1979. Personal Communication. July 12, 1979.
r.S.F.S. Winnemucca, Nevada.

vallentine, J.F. 1971. Range development and improvements. Brigham
Young University Press. 316 pp.

-




Appendix 1 To Paradise-Denio MFP-1

The following methods were used in the preparation of Table R.M.-2.

Candidate areas recommended for vegetative treatment were taken from
MFP Overlay RM-2 showing areas previously identified as treatment
opportunities. 1978 range survey writeups (Form NSO 4L00-1) provided
species composition data for range types within these candidate areas.
Areas with less than 20% desirable native grasses and over 20% sagebrush
in the stand were recommended for plowing and seeding. If the desirable
grasses amounted to more than 20%, the areas were designated for
sagebrush control only. In addition, areas with slope over 25% were
eliminated.

Anticipated increase in AUMs was determined by taking the highest non-
competitive forage production from the Forage Range Survey Type
Computation printout. This current production (in AUMs) was subtracted
from the estimated production after treatment (three ac./AUM for seedings
and seven ac./AUM for sagebrush control alone) to obtain the anticipated

increase.

Treatment cost data of $60/ac. for plowing and seeding, $16/ac. for
sage control, and $30/ac. for seeding alone were obtained from the
U.S. Forest Service, Winnemucca, Nevada (personal communication with
Mr. Bob Tonioli). :

-
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